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PROGRESS REPORT 


Ontario Provincial-Municipal Relations Committee 


Introduction 


A report of provincial-municipal relations at this stage of the 


Committee's progress appears to fall logically into four main parts as follows: 


cE Preface 

II - The Nature of the Problem 
III - Plans of the Committee 

IV - Statistical Material 


Part I includes a statement of the purpose for which the Committee 
was established, the composition of the Committee, a summary of hearings to 
date and a general note on the method of study followed by the Committee. 

Part II of the Report is designed to indicate in brief the nature of 
the problems arising from the changing pattern of economic development which 
has been accelerated in the last decade. The changes in the several relation- 
ships existing between the municipalities and between the Province and the 
municipalities have given rise to problems centering on the performance of 
functions of a local and a regional character. Hence, the patterns that are 
presently emerging are analysed to indicate the direction that may be taken in 
coping with the question of that performance. 

Part III contains the Plans of the Committee. 

Part IV contains a statistical analysis of revenues, expenditures, 
capacity to pay and functions. It is essential for an understanding of the 
problem of municipal finance, an important part of the whole problem, to have 


an orderly compilation of relevant data. 


PART I 


Preface 
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In accordance with the public announcement of the Hon. Leslie M. 


Frost, Q.C., LL.D., D.C.L., Prime Minister and Treasurer of Ontario, on the 


31st of May, 1951 in Owen Sound, to the Association of Ontario Mayors and 


Reeves, of the formation of a committee to review and study the municipal 


problems of the Province of Ontario, a conference was held in Queen's Park, 


Toronto, on the 27th of June, 1951. 


Government representatives and represent- 


atives of the Ontario Municipal Association, Association of Ontario Mayors and 


Reeves, Ontario Association of Rural Municipalities and the Northwestern 


Ontario Municipal Association were in attendance. 


The Prime Minister presided at this conference, assisted by the 


Minister of Municipal Affairs. 


It was decided that the Committee should consist of nine members - one 


(with alternate ) from each of the four municipal associations and four (with 


alternates) from the Public Service of Ontario - the Chairman to be Harold J. 


Chater, Provincial Statistician and head of the Ontario Bureau of Statistics 


and Research, the staff of which would comprise the secretariat. 


was composed as follows: 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


H.J. Chater 


W. Elmer Brandon 
K. Grant Crawford 
- JW. Walker 
- BE.B. McMillan 


Goes Lau ole 
Dale enOLLer, 


J .W.P. Carter 
H.H. Walker * 


Chairman 

Association of Ontario Mayors and Reeves 
Ontario Municipal Association 

Northwestern Ontario Municipal Association 
Ontario Association of Rural Municipalities 
Government nominee 

Government nominee 


Government nominee 
Government nominee 


* Not now acting on Committee 


shown in Table l. 


The Committee 


SCRA ves 


Mein aA. nOLare. ™ 


Mr. 
Mr. 
- Jd. McLennan 

whats peLlers 
a Wee a OLE a 
pireDy  LeatZe. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


B.A. Outram 
# sd « HOOpEN 


R.L. Kennedy 
Gro seDurrin 


The organization of the Committee at this stage of its progress is 
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The Committee held its first meeting on August 15th, 1951, and invited 
submissions from municipalities, local boards and organizations interested in 
municipal affairs. The invitation requested: 

"Written briefs (25 copies of which are to be supplied) to be 

submitted not later than January 1, 1952. Subsequent to the 

Committee receiving such briefs, those submitting them will, 

in due course, be given an opportunity to appear before the 

Committee to support the matter in the briefs previously 

fiskeds 
This date was extended. 

Invitations were mailed to clerks of all municipalities with the 
following suggestion: 

"Please notify all organizations within your municipality 

excluding school boards as they will be notified directly 

through the Department of Education. If you think the local 

press would be interested, you might prepare a notice for 

them." . 

The school boards were notified by an invitation mailed to their 
secretaries. 

The thirty-four submissions filed with the Committee were read and 
indexed, and those filing submissions were invited to send representatives to 
appear before the Committee in support of the matter contained in their sub- 
missions. 

As a result, seventeen organizations sent representatives to appear 
before the Committee to support and supplement the submissions previously filed. 
In addition many points were clarified through discussions. 

A brief review of the hearings may be summarized by saying that the 
sneakers for the various organizations made a marked impression upon the 
Committee by the grasp they had of their respective problems. These represent- 
atives constituted a cross-section of interests - from the mayors of our largest 


cities to the secretary-treasurer of a statute labour board from an area without 


municipal organization. 
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A list of the organizations which filed submissions with the 


Committee is as follows: 


Cities: Unorganized Territory: 
Kitchener Township of Scoble 
London 
Sarnia Boards of Education: 
Sudbury Ancaster Township Area No. 1 
Toronto Brantford 
Windsor Welland 


York Township 
Counties: 


Simcoe LiivrarLes: 
Welland Ontario Library Association 
Wentworth Windsor Public Library 


Police jand Firefighters: 
Police Association of Ontario 
Nominion Association of Fire Chiefs 
Provincial ‘Federation of Ontario: Fire’ Fighters 


Other: 
Ancaster Township Citizens Association 
Association of Children's Aid Societies of the Province of Ontario 
Association of Ontario Mayors and Reeves 
Canadian Manufacturers’ Association, Inc., Direct Sellers Group (Ontario) 
Canadian Wholesale Hardware Association 
supported by 
CEDA Incorporated (Wholesale Electrical Distributors ) 
Canadian Wholesale Dry Goods Association 
Canadian Wholesale Grocers 
Ontario Plumbing and Heating Council 
Wholesale Druggists 
Citizens Research Institute of Canada 
Guelph Cemetery Commission 
Henry George Society of Canada 
National House Builders Association Inc. 
Ontario Conservation Association, Zone 5 
Ontario Federation of Agriculture 
Ontario Municipal Association 
Ontario Property Owners Association ~- Resolution 
Toronto Home Builders' Association 
Toronto Real Estate Board 


NOTE: - In addition to the above list other submissions are in course of 
preparation by various organizations. These will be listed in the 


next Progress Report. 
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At the same time the secretariat proceeded with a compilation of 
statistical data, some of which is contained in Part IV of this Report. This 
entailed a task of great magnitude. Through the co-operation of all departments 
of the Provincial Government and the Dominion Bureau of Statistics, much basic 
data was obtained which was processed for the purposes of the Committee. The 
result of the effort is shown in the various tables under the caption " The 
Nature of the Problem" which forms Part II of the Report. In addition there 
are, in Part IV, comparative tables relating to all municipalities analysed in a 
comprehensive form for general information. 

In order to facilitate the study of the development of Ontario, the 
Committee has used as a basis for reporting the nineteen economic regions which 
coincide with county and district boundaries. These regions have for some time 
been used by the Ontario Bureau of Statistics and Research as the basis for re- 
porting on the economy of Ontario. They were determined by Federal and 
Provincial Officials and the Canadian Manufacturers' Association several years 


prior to the constitution of this Committee. 


Economic Regions - Counties and Districts 


Li. 


XN 
. 


10. 


The Metropolitan Region 
Halton 
Peel 
York 


The Burlington Region 
Brant 
Wentworth 


The Niagara Region 
Lincoln 
Welland 


The Lake Erie Region 
Haldimand 
Norfolk 


The Upper Thames Region 
Elgin 
Middlesex 
Oxford 


The Border Region 
Essex 
Kent 


The St. Clair River Region 
Lambton 


The Upper Grand River Region 
Peri 
Waterloo 
Wellington 


The Blue Water Region 
Bruce 
Dufferin 
Grey 
Huron 
Simcoe 


The Kawartha Region 
Durham 
Northumberland 
Ontario 
Peterborough 
Victoria 


Nba) 


= 
ND 


Dia 


yee 


LG. 


stig 


Tee 


19. 
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The Quinte Region 
Frontenac 
Hastings 
Lennox & Addington 
Prince Edward 


The Upper St. Lawrence Region 
Dundas 

Glengarry 

Grenville 

Leeds 

stormont 


The Ottawa Valley Region 
Carleton 
Lanark 
Prescott 
Renfrew 
Russell 


The Hignlands Region 
Haliburton 
Muskoka 
Nipissing 
Parry Sound 


. The Clay Belt Region 


Cochrane 
Timiskaming 


The Nickel Range Region 
Manitoulin 
sudbury 


The Sault Region 
Algoma 


The Lakehead Region 
Kenora 
Rainy River 
Thunder Bay 


The James Bay Region 
Kenora - Patricia Portion 


PART II 


The Nature of the Problem 


During the middle of the 19th century, less than 20 per cent of the 
population of Canada could be classed as urban*. At the middle of the 20th 
century, over 60 per cent@® of the population is urban*. Urban concentration is 
the result of industrialization, and the industrial evolution of the past 
decade has served to magnify the attendant problems. In an expanding economy, 
it is not unusual to find that the system of government administration followec 
in previous years with satisfactory results has become both costly and 
inefficient. In Ontario the co-ordination and integration of services 
performed by federal, provincial and local governments have not kept pace with 
the rapid growth and changing complexion of the economy, and it is therefore 
desirable to determine what readjustments are feasible to provide efficient 
public service with a minimum of expenditure. 

Ontario is in the midst of rapid industrial development. The grovti. 
of manufacturing industries as well as the concentrations aha Siipeude Lia. tive 
population are significant in many ‘of Ontario's economic regions. “Industrial 
growth brings in its wake the need for educational facilities, housing, water 
Supply, sanitation, ipoliice, Tire protection, and situmlar services, Ub is the 
rapidity of the rate of the industrial development which intensifies the prob- 
lems of meeting these needs. The government closest to the people - the local 
authorities - receive the initial impact of these changes: hence, in great 
part, the municipal problem. Because the mmicipalities are emanations of the 
province, the problem is provincial-municipal. 

* Used in a broad sense as the terms rural and urban 
are defined differently over the years. 


® 62% 1951 definition - Ontario 70% 
57% 1941 definition - Ontario 60% 
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The justification of a political or governmental unit is that it per= 
forms useful services. One of the main features of this investigation centres 
on the usefulness of the classification of municipal units into townships, 
villages, towns and cities, with functions and revenue sources allocated there- 
to based not on economic and social objectives of the present, but on 
conditions of the past. 

The past decade has been a period of rapid and diversified develop- 
ment in the Province of Ontario. Evidences of this may be seen in the 
expansion of population, labour force, capital investment, etc., the result of 
which has been an increase in the net value of all production from 
$1, 300,000,000 in 1939 to $4. , 500,000,000 in 1950. On a per capita basis, this 
increase has been from $341 to $1,008. As a result of this marked increase in 
production, personal income(1) in the Province jumped from $476 per capita in 
1939 to an estimated $1,403 in 1952. Wages, salaries and supplementary labour 
income(2) increased from $295 per capita to $973 over the same period, or about 
230%. Allowing for the depreciated value of the dollar as shown by the 
Consumer Price Index, the total and per capita personal income represent an 
increase in real earnings of some 105% and 60% respectively while the wages, 
salaries and supplementary labour income show a total increase of 130% and a 
per capita increase of almost 80%, 

(1) Includes wages, salaries and supplementary labour income (about 65% of 
total) military pay and allowances, net income received by farm operators 
from farm production, net income of non-farm unincorporated business, 
interest, dividends and net rental income of persons and transfer payments. 

(2) Includes all compensation to wage-earners and salaried employees and other 
expenditures by employers on labour account that can be regarded as payment 
for employees' services, i.e., living allowances, board and lodging, 
employers' contributions to pension funds, employee welfare funds, 
unemployment insurance and workmen's compensation (excluding the portion of 
employers' contributions to workmen's compensation estimated to be for 
medical aid and hospitalization). Excluded are the earnings of self- 


employed individuals or partners, the income of independent professionals, 
the net income of farmers and payments to members of the armed services. 
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The basis for the traditional municipal classification of city, town, 
village and township has now given way in fact, though not in law, to the 
metropolitan area, the suburb, the manufacturing community, the agricultural 
community, the resource development community, the mining camp, and so on. 
Even this expanded classification only in part reflects the fact that the 
development has not been uniform. Some areas have shown extraordinary growth 
while others have not. 

A study of the operation of local or municipal governments requires a 
general understanding of the three spheres of government in Canada. Such a 
study emphasizes the numerous inter-relationships of all three. These inter- 
relationships are illustrated in summary form in Table 2 which presents a list 
of functions involving Federal, Provincial and Municipal Governments under 
broad headings, but limited to the situation in Ontario. This classification 
is based on a report adopted at a Dominion-Provincial Conference on Provincial 


Finance Statistics in 1947. 


TABLE 2 
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A CLASSIFICATION OF GOVERNMENTAL FUNCTIONS 
FEDERAL~PROV INCIAL-MUNICIPAL 


CONSTITUTIONAL SOURCE 
STATUTE OF WESTMINISTER (1931) 
BRITISH NORTH AMERICA AcT (1867) 


Functions 


INTERNAL AND EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 


Conferences, Agreements, Treaties with 


Commonwealth and Foreign Governments 
Federal-Provincial Relations 


CARES 
Armed Services 
Civilian Defence 


PROTECTION OF PERSONS AND PROPERTY 
Lew Enforcement 
Police Protection 
Fire Protection 
Corrections 
Registrations 
Regulation end Inspection 
Trusteeship 


TRANSPORTATION AND COMMUNICATIONS 
Airways end Air Harbours 
Higmvays, Roads, Bridges and Ferries 
Railways 
Waterways and Harbours 
Postal Services 
Telephones 
Telegraph 
Radio 
Television 


HEALTH AND SOCIAL WELFARE 
Health and Hospitals 
foelal Welfare 


RECREATIONAL AND CULTURAL SERVICES 
Parks, Community Centres, 
Archives, Museums, Libraries 


EDUCATION 
Schools, Colleges, Universities 


Governments Involved 


Federal 
Federal, Provincial 


Federal 
Federal, Provincial, Municipal 


Federal, Provincial, Municipal 
Federal, Provincial, Municipal 
Provineial, Municipal 
Provincial, Municipal 

Federal, Provincial, Municipal 
Federal, Provincial, Municipal 
Provinces el 


Federal, Municipal 

Federal, Provincial, Municipal 
Federal, Provincial, Municipal 
Federal, Municipal 

Federal 

Federal, Provincial, Municipal 
Federal, Provincial 

Federal 

Federal 


Federal, Provincial, Municipal 
Federal, Provincial, Municipal 


Federal, Provincial, Municipal 


Provincial, Municipal 


7 


NATURAL RESOURCES AND PRIMARY INDUSTRIES 
Fish and Geme, Fishing and Trapping 
Forests and Forest Products 
Lands, Agriculture 
Minerals and Mines 
Water Resources 


INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT AND TRADE 
Intermediate and Secondary Industries 
Merchandizing and Services 


FINANCIAL CONTROL 
Banking, Credit, Currency and Exchange 
Prices 
Insurance 
Loan and Trusts 
Hecwri ties 


Federal, 
Federal, 
Federal, 
Federal, 
Federal, 


Federal, 
Federal, 


Federal 

Federal, 
Federal, 
Federal, 


Page 12 


Provineial 
Provincial, Municipal 
Provincial, Municipal 
Provincial 
Provincial 


Provincial, Municipal 
Provincial, Municipal 


Provincial 
Provincial 
Provincial 


Provincial 
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As shown in Tables 3* and 4%, analyses of existing taxation at all 
divisions of government, show that the increase in Gross National Product has 
been accompanied by corresponding increases in provincial and federal tax 
revenues but that the same is not true of municipal tax revenues. This occurs 
because the major source of municipal revenue is the property tax. The 
increase in the amount of municipal taxation is not proportionate to the dollar 
increases in provincial and federal taxation. The question whether there is a 
need of such proportionate increase is a matter requiring further study of 
feaeral-provincial-municipal functions and relationships. 

An analysis of the increase in net receipts and disbursements of the 
Provincial government on a per capita basis and in total for the fiscal years 
1940, 1944, 1946, 1948 and 1950 to-1952 incl., is shown in Tables 13 and 14 in 
Part IV of this Report. These figures are presented for informative purposes, 


without comment, at this stage of the Committee's study. 


@ The market value of all final goods and services produced in the year. It 
includes salaries and wages, supplementary labour income (employer 
contributions to unemployment insurance, pension funds, Workmen's Compensation 
funds and income in kind, etc.), profits, interest, net rent and net income of 
agriculture and other unincorporated business, indirect taxes less subsidies, 


depreciation allowances and similar business costs. 


* See pages 14 to 17 inclusive. 


Federal, Provincial and Municipal Governments 
Canada 


TABLE 3 


TAX REVENUES (1) 


for the fiscal years ended nearest December 31st, 


Federal Government 
Provincial Governments 
Municipal Governments 


Federal Government 
Provincial Governments 
Municipal Governments 


a mr we one we Oh we 


sn pe oe 


1939, 1945, 1949 and 1950 


1945 1gh9 
Millions of Dollars 
a se0e ey oe 

aa, 550 
29g 433 
2,730 3,306 
Percentage 
BON, 70.3 
nee 16.6 
10.9 sieele 
TOO /8 100.0 


Less Federal Government National Defence Expenditures 


Federal Government 
Provincial Governments 
Municipal Governments 


Pederal Government 
Provincial Governments 
Municipal Governments 


Federal Government 
Provincial Governments 
Municipal Governments 


* Preliminary 


ns 


ee ee oe 


Millions of Dollars 


Be Te oO 

229 ap)8) 

299 433 

SOL 2,933 
Percentage 

= 66.5 

2 LOA 

3 TEAS 

ens 100.0 


132.6 
108 .8 


(1) Detail given in Part IV, Table ll, pages 52-53 
(2) Tax Revenues $2,202,000,000 less National Defence 


Expenditures $2,229,000 ,000 


Percentage of 1939 


2t1.) 
319 .2 
157-7 


~—— we 
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ee ee ee ee ee 


ee ee ee te 


— ee 


~~ ee oe 


Provincial Government 
Municipal Governments 


Provincial Government 
Municipal Governments 


Provincial Government 
Municipal Governments 


TABLE 3 (continued) 


Provineial and Mun 


icipal Governments 


Province of Ontario 


TAX REVENUES 
for the fiscal years ended nearest December 31st, 
1939, 1GU5 end) LONG to Loo inane. 


1945 1949 1950 


43.0 144.3 LTS aie 
NU Gla haies 169.8 188.4 
agi Do Bide 364.1 
--6-- Percentage ----- 

28.4 45.9 48.3 

Tho Oh. a. By 


-e--- Percentage of 1939 ----- 
77.8 260.9 Bek 
92.2 144.6 160.5 
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Federal, Provincial and Municipal Governments 
Canada 


TOTAL EXPENDITURE(1 ) 
for the fiscal years ended nearest December SLet, 


1939, 1945, 1949 and 1950 


L939 1945 1949 LO50 
eat Millions of Dollars ----- 

Federal Government swal 4,679 OL 2,495 
Provincial Governments 355 37h 874. 92k* 
Municipal Governments 305 334 619 697* 
Bey eS. 5,384 3, 504 4, 116% 

sae Percentage ----- 

Federal Government h6.u 86.9 vane 60.6% 
Provincial Governments 28.8 6.9 oh.g Bese 
Municipal Governments 24.8 6.2 Lek 16.9% 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 * 


Less Federal Government National Defence Expenditures 


Gees Millions or Dollars =-=—=- 
Federal Government Teen 2,450 1,638 1, 735 
Provincial Governments 355 eye 874. geyx 
Municipal Governments 305 334 619 697* 
LOU ShsG le Si bo 3,356* 
meee Percentage -~---- 
Federal Government 40.2 (wine Beas BT 
Provincial Governments 32.2 TESS, 27.9 rea AE 
Municipal Governments bere 10.6 19.8 20D 
LOO.O0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
teetated Percentage 0671939 ..---- 
Federal Government LOO) pen as] Wes. y 390.5 
Provincial Governments 100.0 104.5 246.3 260. 4* 
Municipal Governments 100.0 109.7 20343 228 . BX 


*) Preliminary ; 
‘1) Detail given in Part IV, Table 12, pages 5-55 
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TABLE 4, (continued) 


Provincial and Municipal Governments 
Province of Ontario 


TOTAL EXPENDITURE 
for the fiscal years ended nearest December 31st, 
1939, 1945 and 1949 to 1951 inc. 


1932 Agh5 19h9 1950 1991 
Roch tet hetaeteter Millions of Dollars ------+----~- 
Provincial Government (1) Hae 132203 274.4 305.4 372.3 
Municipal Government (2) ubepak 130.9 209.4 230.9 273.2 
230.5 263.2 483.8 536.3 645.5 
oe ee Percentage ------<<---«-<--- 
Provincial Government 5.3 50.2 56.7 56.9 57.7 
Municipal Governments ie a 49.8 3i3 eye! 42.3 
LOOR © 100.0 ROO 20 LOGO 100.0 
A ee Percentage of 1939-------------- 
Provineial Government LOORG PIPRG 232.2 OHS Si 5a 
Municipal Governments 100.0 LEO 186.6 206.3 243.8 
(1) Detail given in Part IV, Table 14, page 57 
(2) Detail given in Part IV, Table 18, page 75 
GROSS NATIONAL PRODUCT 
1939 19h5 1949 1950 1951 
Millions of Dollars SOT TAOS 16,462 UOC e 21,448 


rercentage of 1939 100.0 207.6 288.5 319.2 Byes: 
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At the present time provincial-municipal statutory relationships are 
established in the Statutes of Ontario, embracing in whole or in part approxi- 
mately one hundred and fifty to two hundred Acts of the Legislature and in the 
regulations enacted under these statutes. These Acts are listed in Table 5. 
When these Acts are applied to the 927 local municipalities and 3d 
county municipalities (43 geographic counties), comprising 4 wide range of 
urban, suburban, and rural areas located in extremely diversified economic 
regions, it is difficult to find a basic factor upon which to classify logic- 


ally such different types of municipalities. 


TABLE 5 


LIST OF ACTS IN REVISED STATUTES OF ONTARIO, 1950 
AND THE STATUTES OF 1951, 1952 and 1953 
AFFECTING MUNICIPALITIES* 


ACT 
Adininistration of Justice Expenses. 
Adolescent School Attendance 
Agricultural Associations 
Agricultural Committees 
Agricultural Development 
Agricultural Representatives 
Agricultural Societies 
Anatomy 
Apprenticeship 
Arbitration 
Archives 
Assessment 
Auxiliary Classes 


Bailiffs 

Beach Protection 

Meaches and River Beds 

Blind Workmen's Compensation 
Boards of Education 

Bread Sales 

Rridges 

Building Trades Protection 
surlington Beach 


Cemeteries 

CranvitablLe Institutions 
Children’s Protection 
commissioners for Taking Affidavits 
community Centres 

Conpanies** 

Conservation Authorities 
Consolidated Revenue Fund 
Continuation Schools 
Controverted Elections 
Conveyancing and Law of Property 
Coroners 

Corporations Tax 

County Judges 

Crown Attorneys 

Crown Witnesses 
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** (This Act remains in force until April 30th, 1954, when The Corporations 


Act, 1953, comes into force.) 


. Does not include Private Acts. 


ACT 


Day Nurseries 

Department of Education 
Department of Municipal Affairs 
Ditches and Watercourses 
Division Courts 

Dog Tax and Live Stock Protection 


Egress from Public Buildings 
Execution 


Factory, Shop and Office Building 
Farm Loans 

Federal District Commission 
Female Refuges 

Ferries 

Fire Departments 

Fire Guardians 

Fire Marshals 

Firemen's Exemption 

Fires Extinguishment 
Forest Fires Prevention 


Game and Fisheries 


Haliburton 

High Schools 

Highway Improvement 
Highway Traffic 

Homes for the Aged 
Horticultural Societies 
Hotel Fire Safety 


Hours of Work and Vacations with Pay 


Housing Development 


Industrial Farms 
interpretation 
Interprovincial Drainage 


Jails 

Judicature 

Jurors 

Juvenile and Family Courts 


Labour Relations 
Land Titles 

Line Fences 

Liguor Control 
Liquor Licence 
Local Improvement 
Long Point Park 
Lord's Day (Ontario) 


ACT 


Marriage 

Maternity Boarding Houses 
Mental Hospitals 

Milk and Cream 

Mining Tax 

Mortmain and Charitable Uses 
Municipal 

Municipal Arbitrations 
Municipal Corporations Quieting Orders 
Municipal Drainage 

Municipal Drainage Aid 
Municipal Electric Railways 
Municipal Franchises 
Municipal Health Services 


Natural Gas Conservation 
Niagara Parks 


Ontario Municipal Board 
Ontario Municipal Improvement Corporation 


Pawnnrokers 

Penal and Reform Institutions Inspection 
Petty Trespass 

Planning 

Plant Diseases 

rolLice 

Pounds 

rower Commission 

over Commission Insurance 
Prosdulile Park 

Private Hospitals 

Private Sanitaria 

Prope clon 

Protection of Cattle 
Provineial Aid to Drainage 
Provincial Parks 

Poychiatric Hospitals 

Public Halls 

Puslic Health 

Public Hospitals 

Public Libraries 

Public Panks 

rubjic Schools 

rvolice Service 

Public Service Works on Highways 
Public Utilities 

Public Utilities Corporations 
Public Vehicles 


Railways 
negistry 
Rural Hydro-Electric Distribution 


ACT 


Sanatoria for Consumptives 
School Attendance 

School Sites 

Schools for the Deaf and Blind 
Seed Grain Subsidy 

Seed Potatoes 

Seperate Schools 

Sheriffs 

Snow Roads and Fences 
Statute Labour 

Steam Threshing Engines 
surrogate Courts 

Surveys 


Teachers' Superannuation 
Teaching Profession 
Telegraph 

Telephone 

Territorial Division 
Threshing Machines 
Tile Drainage 

Tourist Establishments 
Training Schools 
Transportation of Fowl 
Travelling Shows 

Trees 


Unemployment Relief 


Vacent Land Cultivation 
Vaccination 

Venereal Diseases- Prevention 
Vital Statistics 

Vocational Education 


War Veterans Burial 
Weed Control 

Welfare Units 

Wharfs and Harbours 
Wolf and Bear Bounty 
Workmen's Compensation 


LIST OF ACTS IN STATUTES OF 1951 
AFFECTING MUNICIPALITIES 


Gas Pipe Lines . 

Greater Toronto Assessment Board 
Rural Telephone Systems 

Voters! Lists 
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_CHAPTER _ 
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366 
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380 
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386 
387 
388 
390 
392 
57> 
396 
begs 
398 
399 


403 


LO5 
hO6 
408 
Meer 
413 


h19 
ov 
4o2 
hol 
ho7T 
430 


LIST OF ACTS IN STAIUTES OF 1952 


AFFECTING MUNICIPALITIES 


ACT 
Elderly Persons Housing Aid 
Junior Farmer Establishment 
Justices of the Peace 
Magistrates 


Municipal Tax Assistance 
Rural Housing Assistance 
Warble Fly Control 


LIST OF ACTS IN STATUTES OF 1953 


AFFECTING MUNICIPALITIES 


Brucellosis Control 

The Corporations 

County Publicity Repeal 

Elevators and Lifts 

Mortgage Tax Repeal 

Municipal Subsidies Adjustment 
Municipal Unconditional Grants 
Municipality of Metropolitan Toronto 
Oil Pipe Lines 

Ontario School Trustees’ Council 
Rent Control 

School Trustees' and Teachers' Boards of Reference 
The Theatres 
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Page 24. 


The list of municipalities and local boards set out in Table 6 
illustrates the complexity presently existing in the organization of local 
authorities. 

There ere inequities that exist at present between the various units 
of local government which require solution. Taxable capacity, productivity 


and the level of expenditures are factors in any appraisal of this problem. 
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TABLE 6 


CLASSIFICATION OF LOCAL MUNICIPALITIES (1) 
BY POPULATION 
AS AT DECEMBER 31, 1952 


; Separated | Town=Improvement Parks 
Population Totel Cities Towns Towns Villages #a2ips Districts Commissions 


ee re EEE SEN ee REE f° SS ERR 


600,000 1 1 
100,001-300,000 3 3 
90,001-100,000 3 1 2 
(OKO IO, 000 Mn 
60,001- 70,000 3 
50,001- 60,000 1 it 
4O,00L- 50,000 3 3 
30, COL = 11.0) 000M "7 7 
20,001- 30,000 8 in A 
10,001- 20,000 33 9 3 8 
9001/10, 0008 2 2 
OCT Go OOO nue 6 3 
TOs ir, OOO LG 10 8 
6 00 7700016 3 4 
5, 00L= 6,000) 16 8 8 
4,O01l- 5,000 oO 2 8 29 ii 
3,001- 4,000 66 - 23 2 39 1 
2,001- 3,000 130 30 2 96 i a 
1,001- 2,000 262 26 SO ilo y. 
901- 1,000 28 1 12 an ue 
801- 900 36 3 12 el 
701- 800 ho 2 1h 23 1 
601- 100.31 2, 12 18 
501- 600 29 2 7 20 
Ol- 500 50 1 15 33 1 
301- hOO he ly 9 28 1 
201 - 300 25 6 Hee 2 
101~ 200 19 2 4 10 2 ut 
1- LOO at 2 2 3 i 
Nil ih 1 
927 29 8 143 156. 572 16 5 


(1) Does not include 38 County Municipalities (43 Geographic Counties) 
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TABLE 6 (continued) 
SCHOOL BOARDS IN ONTARIO 


as of September, 1952 


ELEMENTARY 
PAOLAC 
Boards of Education 59 
Twp. School Area Boards 5 AG 
Improvement District Boards 19 


Trustee Boards 
Elected. sumteia en were gOy 
ee 48 


painted: cine seas ee 2 0L7 
Total Public Speed 
Separate 
Union Separate School Boards Ydy 
Elected Trustee Boards 618 
Total Separate 662 
TOLPAL ELEMENTARY oeeeoeneese eee ee e@ PED VR atROL LLe te RRMA EO Nevers 515 3950 1 
SECONDARY 
Boards of Education D9 
High School Boards 159 
Collegiate Institute Boards 16 
Continuation School Boards 69 
Total Secondary. eeoeoeven Shelve eusleete: 6) 6  enele.e) ele) 8) 6) e819) 2 Ae 303 


TOTAL IBOARDSictaro teceteeravelocese sie ele lerel puele’« e7s1e o1es< ere leveionajeusre 6 SAO oN 


(Boards of Education counted once only) 


Eydro Commissions 

Water Commissions 

Telephone Commissions 
* 


Transportation 
Commissions 


Public Utility Commissions 


Hydro-Water 
Hydro-Gas 
Hydro-Water-Gas 


Hydro-Water- 
Transportation 


Hydro-Gas- 
Transportation 


Hydro-Water-Gas 
Transportation 


Hydro-Water- 
Sanitary Sewage 


Hydro-Water- 
Telephone 


Other Utilities 


MUNICIPAL UTILITY COMMISSIONS 


TABLE 6, (continued) 


1952 
Separated 
Cities Towns 
9 a aS 100 
i 2 36 yh 
2 “4 h a 
- - 1 h 
2) 4 “ rm 
9 3 47 18 
a4 a es - 
4 il ~ - 
a) f i; co 
ue oe ae mi 
1 - As a: 
- nh 3 ‘f 
oy i ie fe 
3 fs ‘ e 


38 


Ab 


* Municipal Telephone Systems according to the 1951 Report of the 
Municipal Board - 1952 Report not available. 


Town- Improvement 
Towns Villages ships Districts Total 


192 
a hg 


80 
114 


81 


Ontario 


ae remainder of the above figures were taken from Municipal Audit Reports 
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Boards of Health (1) 
(2) 
Boards of Parks Commission (1 
(2 


Public Library Boards ess 
(2 


Association Public Library (2) 


Boards 
Municipal Cemetery Boards (1) 
(2) 
Boards of Police Commissions(1) 
(2) 
Housing Commissions Cin) 
(2) 
Planning Boards Gl) 
(2) 
Industrial Commissions (ay) 
ey 
Suburban Roads Commission (1) 
(2) 
Recreation Commission Gy) 
(2) 
Community Centre Boards (1) 
(2) 
Miscellaneous (3) (7) 
Civic Hospitals (2) 


(1) Count from questionnaires of Municipal Audit Reports. 
(2) Count from Provincial Government Departments concerned. 
(3) 


Cities 


16 
el 


17 
eo 


29 
29 


Separated 
Towns Towns 
2 LS 
2 73 
4 33 
3 29 
i 90 
fi o> 
a 18 
a 32 
NOT AVAILABLE 
il 8 
4 aly 
- 2 
2 iL 
U 7 
6 5h 
af 1 
- 4 
9 on 
4 52 
6 8h 
b 23 
3 38 
1 47 
zs 2 


TABLE 6, 


MUNICIPAL BOARDS 


Villages 


7 


21 
3 


{f= 
66 


ae 


36 


19 


Town- 


ships 


7 
355 


LO 
6 


16 
15 


106 


28 


Includes Sanatorium Boards, Museum, Exhibition Boards, Fair Boards, 
Grounds Commission, Game Commission and Drainage Commission. 


(a) Located in unorganized Townships. 
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(continued) 


and COMMISSIONS 


De 
Statutory 
Improvement Park Police 
Districts Commissions Villages Total 
: : : 45 
ake) 2 - pias, Plus 27 Health Units 
(Municipalities in Health 
- - - 85 Units not counted) 
o “ i. 80 
3 - - 217 
4 ~ Give: 225 Plus 13 county Library 
Co-operatives 
1 - in eye 255 
il < 105 
a = - 28 
- Plus 1 County (York) 60 
4 = 4 8 
= = - 20 
a uy - 16 
2 tl - 147 Boards comprised of 228 
municipalities 
£ ~ - 27 Full-time Commissions plus 
150 part-time 
- 7 - 3 
. - ~ 33 Smith's Falls has 2 Commis- 
sions: 1. Lanark, 2. Leeds 
3 - ~ g2 and Grenville 
6 Plus 1 County (Simcoe) 204 
ul - LS 
S| - 193 
2 = - Pie 


prceere 
In addition to the complexity of the municipal structure, both 
aininistrative and financial, the relationship of local government to the 
provincial administration through many of its departments is also a very in- 
volved matter. Table 7 sets out the Departments of the Provincial Government 
and indicates those having financial relationships with municipalities and 


Local suthorieves: 


DEPARTMENTS OF 


TABLE 7 


THE PROVINCIAL GOVERNMENT 


OF ONTARIO 


Department of Agriculture 


Department of 


Depariment or 


the Attorney-General 


Education 


Department of Health 


Department of Highways 


Department of 


Tnsurance 


(Under the jurisdiction of the 
Attorney-General) 


Department of 
Department of 
OP EaCe sons vic 
Department of 
Department of 
Department of 
OPE ce or the 
SOrLLCe2O£ une 
Department of 
Department of 


Department of 


Labour 

Lands and Forests 
Lieutenant-Governor 
Mines 

Municipal Affairs 
Planning and Development 
Prime Minister 
Provincial Auditor 

the Provincial Secretary 
the ProvineieL Treasurer 


Public Records and Archives 


(Under the jurisdiction of the 


Minister of 
Department of 
Department of 
Department of 


Department of 


Education) 

Publi caged ters 
UDG Works 
Reform Institutions 


Travel and Publicity 


*Has a financial relationship with Municipalities 
and Local Authoritics. 
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Page 31 
To obtain a proper perspective of provincial-municipal relation- 
ships, it is deemed appropriate here to indicate the matters involved in 


provincial and municipal relations where there is a joint participation in the 


cost. 
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TABLE 


; GOVERNMENT OF THE 
PAYMENTS TO MUNICIPALITIES, BOARDS OF 
for the fiscal years ended March 31, 


Education - Legislative Grants, Education of Non-Resident Pupils 
Public Libraries 

Community Programmes 

Community Centres 

Public Hospitals, Isolation Hospitals, Assistance to Municipalities 
in Territorial Districts and Indigents from Unorganized Territory 
Public Hospitals, Special Non-recurring Capital Grants 

Health Units, School Medical Inspections, School Dental Services, etc. 

Highways - Subsidies to Incorporated Municipalities and Unincorporated 
Townships in Northern Ontario 

Mining Municipalities 

1-Mill Subsidy 

The Police Act 

The Fire Departments Act 

Supplement re 1-Mill Guarantee 

County and District Assessors 

In Licu of Certain Municipal Taxes 

Compensation for Loss re Repeal of The Mortgage Tax Act 

Housing - Regent Park and Rental Housing Projects 

Railway Tax 

Child Welfare, including Day Nurseries Upkeep 

Homes for the Aged - Operating Cost and New Buildings 

Direct Unemployment Relief 

Flood Control, Drainage Work, Conservation, etc. 

Miscellaneous 


Total 


% of 1943-b4 


- Nil 


* Less than $500.00 


1913-l1 
$*000 


8,354 
y 


20,049 


Se 


100 .00% 


Note - See Part IV, Table 15, pages 58 and 59, for detail by departments. 


8 


PROVINCE OF ONTARIO 
EDUCATION, LOCAL BOARDS, PUBLIC HOSPITALS, ETC. 


1944, 1946, 1948 and 1950 to 1953 incl. 


1945 -L6 
$* 000 


235310 
29 


1947-48 
$000 


29,611 
260 
105 


1949-50 
bS 000% 
38 ,131 
hO5 


We 
480 


9, 394 
229 


205/53 
300 


April lst - March 31st 


1950-51 
~$*000 - 


43,075 
has 
195 
433 

LVL a7 
588 


21,346 
302 


1,669 
UL aie) 


1951-52 
$'000 


4.8, 354 
505 

mh 

ho3 

LV 726 
5150 
530 


25 231 
Ste 


1,694 
we gel 
378 
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Ie ab Be 


(Interim) 


$1000 
54,622 
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In 1950 the ratio of provincial to municipal expenditure* in Canada 
was 1.33 to 1. (See Table 4, Page 16), This, of course, varies between 
provinces. In Ontario the ratio was 1.32 to 1. This variation arises because 
of differences in assessment, taxation, population, area, statutory 
obligations, the distribution of functions, the services provided and many 
other items. Some types of expenditure borne by municipalities are not, in 
the opinion of many, proper municipal responsibilities. 

The economic conditions in a municipality and in the area surround- 
ing it both have a bearing on its financial position which is not necessarily 
fixed, for it may be altered by industrial development. The ratio of 
provincial-municipal sharing of costs should be determined by and should re- 
flect among other factors, the evolution taking place in the financial affairs 
of the cities, towns, villages and townships in a Locality. 

So long as the taxing power of the municipalities is substantially 
limited to real property taxation, local municipal services can only be im- 
proved or new services added by a progressively increasing burden of taxation 
on real property or increased cost-sharing. This being the case, without such 
increased cost-sharing, it may meun a deterioration of municipal services to 
property because municipal tax revenue from property is diverted to 
expenditures on behalf of persons. Public demand requires Unat.serva cesvsuen 


as education, welfare and health be given priority. 


* Dominion Bureau of Statistics 
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As can be seen in Table 9, per capita expenditures, except that for 
General Government, appears to decline with the size of the municipality. 
Expenditure on Services to Persons, however, declines more rapidly than 
expenditure on Services to Property, and within the Services to Persons group 
expenditure on Health and Welfare declines more rapidly than expenditure for 
Education. The same data on a percentage basis are set out in Table 10. 

Public demands that federal, provincial and local services be at 
least maintained if not increased, create problems which are briefly mentioned 
to draw attention.to some of their inherent economic and social implications. 
Although the productive capacity in Ontario has been rapidly expanding, it 
should be kept in mind that, in the long run, it is from the production of 
goods and services that expenditures of a public or a private nature must be 
met. Unless there are real increases in the flow of production, simultaneous 
increases in corporate spending, individual spending and government spending 
raise serious financial problems. Changes in production no less than changes 
in budgetary arrangements affect the relationship between various public 
spending authorities. 

A difficult problem in the relationships between governments, is 
that of the payments or grants made by one government to another. The ideal 
situation would be for each to finance the operations for which it is respons- 
ible, from revenues which it has the authority to raise. This would require 
at the present time considerable adjustment of responsibilities and taxing 
authority of all spheres of government and provision for further adjustment in 
the future. Little progress has been made along this line. The disparity 
between responsibilities and revenue sources has led to a large-scale system 
of payments and grants from one government to another. All provincial govern- 
ments are in receipt of payments from the national government, and in almost 


all provinces the municipalities in turn are in receipt of payments from their 
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province. ethos in Great Britain nor in the United States has a 
satisfactory basis of grants between levels of government been worked out. 

In Ontario, the rapid and continuously increasing importance of pro- 
vincial payments to municipalities in both provincial and municipal finance, 
is of primary concern in the studies of your Committee. As will be noted 
below, the problems arising from a system of such inter-governmental payments 
are not only financial but involve the issues of political independence and 
the responsibility of municipal representatives for the taxation which they 
impose. 

One objection to conditional grants is that they tend to fix the 
pattern of performance of the recipient. There is also the possibility that 
where one government is able to call upon another government for grants, it 
may, because of the inducement of the grants, embark on programmes beyond its 
econcnic capacity to maintain. On the other hand, the receiving government 
may tend to give priority to programmes toward which grants are available 
rather than programmes on which action is more urgently needed. 

The generally accepted reasons for grants from the province to the 
municipalities are: 

1. To encourage the municipalities to maintain certain 

services up to the minimum standard which the provincial 
authorities deem necessary, or 


2. To encourage the municipalities to undertake desirable 
programmes which they would not otherwise undertake, or 


3. To equalize the burden of providing certain services as 
between municipalities of unequal revenue sources and 
needs, or 
4. To relieve the burden of taxation on real property. 
Such grants enable the province, which is in a position to raise revenues 


more easily, to channel financial support towards certain services which it is 


considered can be administered more effectively by local governments. 


Education, and certain health and welfare services, the very ones which are 
increasingly costly and which many consider should not be financed from the 
property tax, ere in this category. 

There are two types of grants which have been made to Ontario 
municipalities, namely conditional and unconditional. Examples of conditional 
grants are those now made towards education and highways. Unconditional 
grants, related as far as possible to taxable capacity and fiscal need, have a 
part to play in providing municipalities with revenue which cannot be derived 
elsewhere. Although the burden of administration remains on the local unit, 
unconditional grants serve to maintain a degree of local autonomy. 

It has already been noted that the tax revenues of municipalities 
are relatively inelastic as compared with those of federal and provincial 
governments. The dependence of the municipalities on the property tax is not 
too wenerally recognized, and therefore a ccrment on this is justified at this 
point. 

LG Te jdpirteulLs.o compare the impact of real property taxacion in 
different municipalities. Eyren though the mill rate and the basis of assess- 
ment in two different ccumminities are tie same, economic conditions in such 
communities can basically alter the real burden of the tax. In Ontario, there 
are marked variations in assessment methods, even between othervise comparable 
municipalities. A low mill rate and high assesement can result in the same 
tax as a high mill rate and a low assessment. ‘“Ihile such differences between: 
the municipal assessing methods remain, the assessment is unsuitable as a 
~ajor factor in determining any grant fron the Province. 

This Report has referred above to the expanding economy and the 
consequent increasing urbanization. As the trend toward urban dwelling has 
increased, the urban communities have filled wo and have spilled over into the 


adjacent suburban and rural municipalities. This, in turn, hos given rise to 
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action on the part of municipalities to readjust their boundaries accordingly. 
This movement, paralleled by the effects of separations on county finances and 
by the difficulty of working out an equitable relationship between 
contributions and benefits for urban communities within the county system, has 
brought to the fore the whole problem of the adjustment of municipal 
boundaries. It is essential to make adjustments to meet the needs of the 
changing population pattern and to readjust the relationships between munici- 
palities jointly responsible for the costs of certain essential services. 

The present emphasis placed on the right of every inhabitant to what 
is considered a minimum standard of living has meant that all governments have 
been faced with demands for new, more comprehensive and improved social 
services. Such social services should be financed by taxes based on ability 
to pay. The property tax is not an appropriate means of financing increased 
social and welfare services. The burden of this programme is now imposed upon 
a limited group of taxpayers, the owners of real property. This suggests the 
necessity of reviewing municipal functions if municipal tax sources are to 
continue as at present. 

There are two major difficulties involved in marshalling statistical 
facts for economic analysis of municipal problems. First, a great deal of the 
available statistical material Solaire to municipal government has been com = 
piled for legal or administrative purposes and thus may not be suitable for 
economic analysis. For example, information concerning the area of a munici- 
Peas available, including some breakdown in categories such as assessed 
and exempt acreage etc., but there is no breakdown in terms of.economic use - 
farm land, residential land, waste land, industrial land, etc. Secondly, 
there is no current statistical information such as data on production, 
personal income or wage rates, for the individual municipalities except that 


which 1s contained in the national decennial census usually published several 
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years after the information has been collected. Some current figures are 


available for metropolitan areas and larger urban centres. These difficulties 


may be overcome in the future when study of the municipal problem indicates 


the need for more appropriate statistical material. 
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PART SLES 


Plans of the Committee 


The foregoing has outlined in part the complexity of the assignment 
relating to Provincial-Municipal affairs, together with some observations and 
tabulations showing the impact and effect of the Federal government in the 
overall problem. 

Your Committee is convinced that the matter is one which calls for 
continuity of study. This Report contains no specific recommendations, but is 
designed to place on record the work of the Committee to date, and an outline 
of the Committee's programme for the immediate future. Any recommendations of 
the Committee will be forwarded from time to time as separate memoranda. 

Previous to the completion of the Progress Report, your Comte 
deemed it appropriate to recommend, on December 1Ooth , 19525 in ithestorn sor ae 
memorandum, its views regarding certain current and necessary changes in the 
system of provincial grants to municipalities and other matters. These 
recommendations were formally presented to you and members of a sub-committee 
of Council on February Ath, 1953. Some of these recommendations were adopted 
by your government and were incorporated in the 1953 statutes. 

The memorandum mentioned above and statistical analysis accompanying 


it is here repeated: 
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ONTARIO PROVINCIAL-MUNICIPAL RELATIONS COMMITTEE 
December 19th, 1952. 


The Hon, Leslie M. Frost, Q.0., Lb.D., D.Cil., 

Prime Minister and President of the Council, 

Parliament Buildings, 

Toronto, Ontario. 

Dear Mr. Prime Minister: 

Your Committee has, during the past year, received and studied sub- 
missions made to it by municipal and other organizations. It has also heard, 
within the last few months, oral presentations supporting many of these sub- 
missions. In addition, the Committee has made certain studies and compiled 
statistical data relating to some of the financial and other problems facing 
municipalities within the Province. Based on the above, the Committee wishes, 
in this memorandum, to make certain recommendations pending the completion and 
submission of an interim report. 

A system of conditional grants is one of the causes of the rapidly 
increasing governmental expenditures at all levels. One of the purposes of 
such grants by the Province to the municipalities has been to raise the level 
of the sunset peal services concerned to an acceptable standard. The Committee 
is of the opinion that some of the conditional grants have enabled the 
municipalities to reach such standards in some services. 

The units of local government are an important part of the fabric of 
our society. Strong municipal self-government is essential to the maintenance 
of a democratic system. Your Committee believes in the principle that citizens 
of a community should have the widest feasible control over matters primarily 
of local concern. Any attempt to obtain uniformity and to establish minimum 
standards through a system of conditional grants BerLoud Ly limits local self- 


determination and self-government. 
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This Committee is impressed with the impact of the rapidly 
accelerated economic development in many municipalities. The outlook of the 
citizens of these municipalities has been changed to a marked degree. They 
realize the need of greater local control of the development of thein area. 

One of the major considerations before the Committee is the proper 
allocation of functions between the various levels of government. Even within 
those generally accepted as municipal, there is the problem of which functions 
should be mandatory or which should be optional. While your Committee is not 
at this time in a position to report fully on all aspects of the problem, we 
believe that it is sound policy for local governments, whether they raise all 
thelr own revenues or are in receipt of grants-in-aid, to have greater control 
in the expenditure of these funds and in the determination of and responsibil- 
ity for their spending programmes. 

In the interests of local self-government and to enable municipal 
authorities to have wider discretion in the determination of and responsibility 
for their spending programmes, the Committee feels that the time has arrived to 
commence the abandonment, as far as is practicable, of financial aid by way of 
conditional grants. 

In the main, the purpose of the conditional grants under the 
provisions of The Police Act and The Fire Departments Act was to raise the 
Standards of protection of persons and property. The Committee understands 
that satisfactory standards have been reached and is of the opinion that 
municipal councils generally will maintain these standards. 

The provision for compulsory arbitration and the grants under The 
Police Act and The Fire Departments Act are inseparably joined together. It 
would place the municipalities concerned in a difficult financial situation to 
discontinue the grants related to these expenditures without removing the 


hazards of third-party determination of the rates of pay and working conditions 
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of employees in the departments involved. It is accepted that substantial im- 
provement in police and fire department morale has resulted from the generally 
adequate adjustments under the legislation. On the other hand, the Committee 
has been informed that the basis of decision in some cases has been quite un- 
satisfactory. 

After considering the effect which the standards established under 
these Acts have had upon wages and working conditions, the Committee believes 
there is no apparent justification for continuing a plan which gives preferent- 
ial treatment, under provincial legislation, to policemen and firemen as com- 
pared with other equally essential public employees. We believe, therefore, as 
an essential accompaniment of the abandonment of the police and fire grants, 
which is recommended below, that the provisions of The Police Act and The Fire 
Departments Act which relate to collective bargaining by way of compulsory 
arbitration should be repealed. Municipal councils will then be in a position 
to treat all employees on a parity. 

The Committee therefore recommends: 


GL) That the conditional grants on account of municipal 
police and fire expenditures be discontinued. 


(2) What a7 statutory provisions requiring collective bar- 
gaining by way of ‘compulsory arbitration, for) the 


personnel of municipal police and fire departments be 


a. 


repealed. 


Your Committee is attempting to develop a formula for unconditional 
grants to municipalities which will give due weight to relative needs and cap- 
acity to pay as determined by an objective basis of measurement. The 
statistical material developed by the Committee shows that, in general, the 
greater the population of a municipality, the greater the per capita expendi- 
ture required for social services. An analysis of the expenditures of all the 
(2 cities, separated towns, towns and villages with a population over 5,000, a 


copy of which is hereto attached, shows the per capita expenditure on social 
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services to be approximately three to four times greater in the twelve largest 
municipalities than in the twelve smallest municipalities. Pending the 
development of such a formula, the Committee further recommends: 


(3) That there be paid to municipalities an unconditional 
per capita grant graded upward, according to population. 


The Committee, although proposing the formula set out in Recommenda- 
tion No. 3, realizes that unconditional per capita grants do not present a 
completely satisfactory system of municipal aid. The Committee also believes 
in the principle of a uniform municipal system of assessment throughout the 
province as an aid towards the designing of a more realistic basis for deter- 
mining municipal need and capacity to pay. 

The Committee therefore recommends: 


(4) That a Province-wide uniform municipal assessment be 
instituted . 


Respectfully submitted, 


Hed. Chater 


Chairman 
(Signed by the Members as follows ) 
E.B. McMillan H.H. Walker 
W. Elmer Brandon G.S. Tattle 
K.G. Crawford J.L. Zoller 


J.W. Walker d.WiP. Carter 
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(Statistical Analysis accompanying Memorandum ) 
Per Capita Expenditure re Conservation of Health and Public Welfare (1) 
of 
Cities, Separated Towns, Towns and Villages over 5,000) (fe Municipalities ) 
By Order of Population Divided into Six Groups of Twelve Municipalities 


1951 
Conser- 
County vation Total 
or Assessed of Public Social 
Municipality Classification District Region Population Health Welfare Service 
~ 

Toronto City York Hl 653,499 7.47 8.88 16.35 
Hamilton City Wentworth 2 201,296 7.17 4.49 11.66 
Ottawa City Carleton i 195,067 7.40 3.49 10.89 
Windsor City. Essex 6 15340) 6 ai (} 921 6.95 
London City Middlesex 5 G5 GLa P56 5 Le 6.08 
Sudbury City Sudbury 16 50,222 boas eS 1Obe Woe Lt 
Kitchener Cray. Waterloo 8 48,773. 6.44 tp 8.97 
Kingston City Frontenac ili iy Ober e229 348: 6.52 
Oshawa City Ontario 10 OMT at) 2 2 0 2.08 3.88 
St. Catharines City Lincoln 3 38,146 4.43 B30 eto 
Peterborough Crcy, Peterborough 10 Sreloe at ok 2 1 9.Te 
Brantford City Brant 2 Be 60s, 5239 1 3.067 8.45 
Group 1 - Total and Average - 1,562,041 6 2 Fs eee 

Fort William City Thunder Bay 18 AL CpG eerie 25609 - "7.00 
Sarnia City Lambton 7 ABSOTO? 2.19 3.67 5 86 
Sault Ste. Marie City Algoma iti Se ae wit S) Sis, peels 
Port Arthur City Thunder Bay 18 PeRocommeiae 3623" "7 560 
Guelph City Wellington 8 ATP Mees Masur lON’ 4 09 eA 
Timmins Town Cochrane 15 26,385 2.09 5 48 Toot 
Niagara Falls City Welland 3 22 ,686 -70 2.87 crwal 
Chatham City Kent 6 Pie uy s Oh elt) 3.03 
Belleville City Hastings 11 IA es ay de 3.03 cine) 
Galt CLGY. Waterloo 8 1ORS62 3-02 2.30 Bre 
Stratford Giiy Perth oe iis Mego. aysipere Oa29 4. £27 
St. Thomas City Elgin 5 LON ee a9 aalal, 5.65 
Group 2 - Total and Average - BOjptok., ecb Deed 5 68 

North Bay Cray Nipissing 14 LOO s eee yok 6 .86 
Cornwall OL by. Stormont 12 ASO ose, 4 5.4.27 7 .O4 
Owen Sound city Grey 9 16,898 1.64 2.23 3.87 
Forest Hill Village York 1 16,374 64 56 1.20 
Welland City Welland 3 MeO; emt OT. 2.5y mace 
Leaside Town York 1 15 , 686 4 5 1.09 
Woods tock City Oxford 5 150406, a2 210 1.94 hee 
Eastview Town Carleton 13 15,058 oi 98 98 
Barrie Town Simcoe 9 ge glOmmeeee > DE | 2.98 
Pembroke Town Renfrew oi) 12,456 1.54 dis. 2.85 
Brockville Separated Town Leeds 12 2s OSOn ead 3.42 pple 
Orillia Town Simcoe 9 ees: Fe SS, LST 
Group 3 - Total and Average - LOR SL er er ke pues 3.67 


(1) As taken from the Annual Report of the Department of Municipal ALTALT Ss ee. 
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(Statistical Analysis accompanying Memorandum) 
Per Capita Expenditure re Conservation of Health and Public Welfare(1) 
of 
Cities, Separated Towns, Towns and Villages over 5,000 (72 Municipalities ) 
By Order of Population Divided into Six Groups of Twelve Municipalities 


1951 
Conser- 

County vation Total 

ono Assessed of Public Social 

Municipality + Classification District Region Population Health Welfare Service 
Waterloo City Waterloo 8 11,947 6.00 1.86: eae 
Mimico Town York i 11,503 39 59 98 
New Toronto Town York nS 11,072 5 OL” Lee 
Trenton Separated Town Hastings ha 995 72 2.07) \aaee 
Riverside Separated Town Essex 6 Saas Nien eel 1.24 2.4% 
Lindsay Town Victoria 10 9,504 (62. 000) a iia 
Kenora Town Kenora 18 ai caterlW Wioielles 5.98 9.10 
Long Branch Village York 7 8,520 93 oO, lean 
Smith's Falls Separated Town Lanark t3 Oe SSN mes ees 2.99) eee 
Brampton Town Peel 1 Olson »33 yd “(7 
Port Colborne Town Welland z 8,300 2.44 1332)" ae 
Fort Frances Town Rainy River 18 SME th tee 5.92. aie 
Group 4 - Total and Average - T14,006 1.70 2 05. aauaen 
Weston Town York i 8,088 1.74 30 2.0; 
Swansea Village York cy 8,080 “tf AG) Jaa 
Cobourg Town Northumberland 10 7,818 is .86 .86 
Fort Erie Town Welland 3 Wc Gra: Mee 62°. ON 
Leamington Town Essex 6 Tp SUL 48 .80"' | daeae 
Preston Town Waterloo 8 (56 Ast AT 98 
Renfrew Town Renfrew 13 Ve 300 an le 1329: 3a 
Collingwood CEaMDOWT: Simcoe 9 heoot ~33 2.43 ene 
Wallaceburg Town Kent 6 Tae wou Of 98 
Whitby Town Ontario 10 7,268 .26 20 6 
Midland Town Simcoe 9 Teed <a 2.94 3a 
Hawkesbury Town Prescott 13 7,246 one 85 1.46 
Group 5 - Total and Average - 90, 624 .69 O77.) aie 
Simcoe Town Norfolk 4 (e005) Gane AO 1.52 5 Bee 
Dundas Town Wentworth 2 6,787 “74 53; 4 em 
Oakville Town Halton HN 6,691 .66 me Ro! 
Ingersoll Separated Town Oxford 5 67533 meno 1.65 4.34 
Thorold Town Welland 3 6,465 7 1.10: 7 eee 
Port: Hope Town Durham 10 6, 327 67 .28 15 
Purlington Town Halton 1 6,314 23 33 .65 
Bowmanville Town Durham 10 5,318 -30 {89 .69 
Paris Town Brant px Or Ott hs Maat Ah 2620 
Newmarket Town York ny 5 ,obh 79 1.225 p2om 
Parry Sound Town Parry Sound 14 Ot a doer 2 88 PSaes 
Tillsonburg Town . Oxford 5 DE eOe Koub 88 89 
Group 6 ~ Total and Average - (2, 455)0) 2509 93 ete 


(1) As taken from the Annual Report of the Department of Municipal Affairs, 1951. 
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Your Committee is continuing its study of the following matters: 

1. The Ontario Municipal Board 

2. Impact and effect of Social Services and Educational 

Costs 

3. Assessment Problems - in particular the business tax 

section 6, Chap. 24, R.S.0. 1950 and section 410, The 
Municipal Act, Chap. 243, R.S.0. 1950 

It should be noted that considerable concern is shown by various 
private groups and persons requesting the Committee to give consideration to __ 
assessment problems. At this date, briefs have been filed and-requests of 
other organizations for permission to make submissions in regard to this matter 
have been received. To obtain the broadest,representation, the Committee under 
date of Avril 29th, 1953, sent out a circular letter to organizations 
interested, stating that submissions would be received by the Committee in 
regard to the business tax. 

The matters outlinzd ehove in themselves represent a task which will 
involve much study ani discussion by your Committee over the months to come. 
The fact that it is possible to hold only approximately nine meetings a year, 
for a pertoa or three or icus days sach, makes. ther tas one, wolen cannot be 
renorted upon in a short poriod of time. 

Concurrently, however, under the direction of the Chairman, his 
statistical staff and consultants are engaged in the compilation of material 
and data related to several other items of major concern. It is intended that 
these will be subritted to the Committee for its study and information. 

The Committee intends, in addition to short term or immediate topics 
at present uader study, to consider some major problems which have been 
descrived in Part IT of this Report. Two of these are: 


(1) The functionel re-allocation aligned in relation to economic 
capacity and available tax sources; 


(2) The reclussification and reorganization of municipal governments 
and other local authorities. 
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PART IV 


Statistical Material 


The content of this part of the Report is a series of exhibits 
compiled from official sources and presented in as detailed and informative a 
way as possible. There is, of course, a need for concerted effort onthe pare 
of statisticians to improve the available factual data, a matter presently 
under study by a Continuing Committee of Federal and Provincial officials. 

In addition to the statistics submitted herewith, the Committee has 
had prepared a detailed analysis of municipal statistics grouped according to 
(1) individual municipalities, 

(2) counties and 

(3) economic regions. 
This statistical material has been used as a source for the information set out 
in Tables 9 and 10 and is being used as the basis for further study and 
analysis by the research staff for the Committee. Because this statistical 


material is so voluminous, it has not been included as a part of this Report. 
Members of Committee, 


W. Elmer Brandon 

J.W.P. Carter G.S. Tattle 
E.B. McMillan 

K. Grant Crawford 


H.J. Chater, 
J.W. Walker Chairman 
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TABLE 

Federal, Provincial and 
CAN 

Combined Expenditure 

for the Fiscal Years Ended 
1939, 1945, 


(Percen 
oe oe Federal -------ne-cene 
1939 L945 1949(c) 1950 
Debt Charges, Net, Excluding Debt 
Retirement Diese 82 .2h 82.99 80.25 
Public Welfare 

Health and Hospital Care 245 4 89 10.00 10,39 

Labour and Unemployment Insurance 39,18 93.76 92.58 93,91 

Relief 28.59 “id - - 

Old Age Pensions Kichale; 68.53 FAS et hs: 70,66 

Iamily Allowances ~ LOO .00 100.00 100.00 

Other 12,45 Ce 23 T6389 17.19 

Sub-Total, Public Welfare 28,63 66.74 58,89 58.42 
Education aN 4 83 7.06 4 82 
Transportation, Highways, Bridges, 

Airways, Railways, Waterways ete, 28,22(e) 1133 30.66(e) 25,98© 
Agriculture 87.86 83.58 76.45 86,28 
Public Domain 38.72 Bi me auberal 46,18 
Netional Defence 100.00 LOO .0O 100 ,0O0 LOO ,00 
Veterans’ Pensions and Aftercare 100,00 100 ,0O0 100,00 100,00 
Mutval Aid - 100.00 “ - 
Fxpansicn of Industry 100.00 (?) hs) cz) 
Price Control and Rationing 100.00 100 ,cO 100,00 (f) 
Other Expenditure 32.39 45.96 45 92 pic yey 

Total 46 bd. 86.90 Dhrae 60.62 


(a) Includes statistics of Newfoundland for the years 1949 and 1950. 
(b) Prelininary. 

) .Reviged, 

(d) Incluéss an estimate of the statistics for Quebec. 

) Includes deficits (net after deducting profits) of miscellaneous govern- 
nent-owned transportation enterprises such as Prince Edward Island Car 
Ferry, Hudson Bay Railway, Canadien National Railways, Trans-Canada 
Airlines, Quebec and Churchill Harbours and Canadian National (West 
Indies) Steamshins Limited, 

(f) Refunds of expenditures exceed expenditures. 

Source - 1939, 1949, and 1950 - Combined Revenues and Expenditures, All 
Governments in Canada, Fiscal years ended nearest December 31, 1939, 1949 
and 1950 (Prepared by D.B.S.) | 

1945. + Caneda Year Eook, 1948 - 49, Page 962 
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Le 

Municipal Governments 
ADA 

- By Services 

Nearest December 31st, 
1949 and 1950 


tage ) 
(a) re): 

aaa taal Provincial «-----<-<==- > cies inv epi aneniee ec ae MUTI CL DELL tm ewe wae coe wer on 
1939 = 1945. 1949 —:1950(b) 1939 1945 1949(4) —- 1950(b) 
22.97 10,85 10.73 ean tee 19.65 6.91 6,28 4 Gis. 
Ghepory 65'.92 i OO mameryas oO? 33 OOM Mme os LOM cLb .OO 18.59 
60 82 6.2k 7,42 6.49 u re - 
51.81 57.84 70.74 Goes 19.60 41.39 29.26 34.77 
25.07. Mor.0e2 29.85 29,34 M7 5 - 3 
3.7 30, bly 26,95 30.29 Gye 45 33 55.66 Senos 
Hf OO, yeu tO ay Bet 28.53 aly .37 ne 13,28 13105 
29.53 39.63 38.70 38.60 67.72 55 54 5h oh 56.58 
54 61 57.04 49,53 51.34 Be pas 35 .63 19,81 22.68 
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TABLE 


GOVERNMENT O”° ‘THE 


PAYMENTS TO MUNICIPALITIES, BOARDS OF 
FOR THE FISCAL YEARS ENDED MARCH 31, 


(Thousands 


ol 
S 


Department of Agriculture 


The Plant Diseases Act 3 
The Weed Control Act “; 
The Warble Fly Control Act er 
The Community Centres Act = 
Northern Ontario Branch . 4 
City of Toronto Re Horse Stables in Exhibition Park - 26 
Department of the Attorney-General 
City of Niagara Falls Re Policing Rainbow Bridge Area ‘i 
Civilian Defence Committee @ ey 
Department of Education 
Legislative Grants (@eneral and Special) 8,208 
Cost of Education of Non-Resident Pupils 146 
Toronto Board of Education for Experimental Art Centre = 
Public Libraries Mh 
Community Programmes iy 


Department of Health 


County Councils Re School Medical Inspections j 3 
Grants to Health Units | 16 
Grants for School Dental Services 6 
Venereal Disease, Treatment of Patients etc. 68 
Operation of Clinics ete, me) 
Grants to Public Hospitals (Maintenance and Building) 1,600 
Assistance to Municipalities in Territorial Districts 3h. 
Indigents from Unorganized Territory . . - 
Isolation Hospitals and Isolation Units -~ 
Special Non-recurring Capital Grants “ 


Department of Highways 

City of Niagara Falls Compensation for Loss of Taxes 

Municipal Roads Branch 
Unincorporated Townships in Northern Ontario 
Subsidies re County Roads 
Subsidies re Township Roads and Indian Reserves 
Subsidies re Cities, Towns and Villages 
City of Peterborough, Bridge over QUonabee River, ete. 
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Ae 


PROVINCE OF ONTARTO 


EDUCATION, LOCAL BOARDS, PUBLIC HOSPITALS, ETC. 
194, 1946, 1948 AND 1950 TO 1953 INCL. 


of Dollars) 


194.6 1948 1950 1951 1952 1953 
; $ § $ $ anne 

5 hy df 2 2 2 

- shire 19 23 23 27 

ve - - 18 2h. 39 

s 9 475 425 LOS 209 

- - tf 8 18 3 

26 26 26 26 26 25 

: 10 10 10 10 10 

23,202 29,416 37,781 42,565 47,893 53,893 

103 195 350 500 451 719 

- ~ “ 10 10 10 

59 260 hO5 es 505 600 

~ 105 ve 195 \ 231 

23 19 12 12 ay ule 

139 393 455 4.93 539 603 

9 16 22 21 30 27 

99 106 38 27 15 13 

61 69 32 Si by, 35 

1,148 3,243 9,337 10,068 11,493 : 

35 y aH 69 23 13,846 
< os Z - 174. 

- : - . 26 57 

- - - - 5» 190 8,500 

12 fe) 12 12 12 12 

263 513 622 654 698 900 
2,898 5,065 6,922 6, 92h 8,058 

4181 7,067 8,658 8, Ob. 10,544 29, 300 
- 2,666 4. Beh. 5,931 
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Department of Municipal Affairs 


Payments to "Mining Municipalities" 350 
1-Mill Subsidy £3,068 
The Police Act 
The Fire Departments Act > 
Supplement re 1-mill guarantee * 
County and District Assessors * 
Payments in lieu of certain Municipal Taxes 3 
City of Toronto, landscaping University Ave. a 
Compensation for loss re repeal of The Mortgage Tax Act f 


Department of Planning and Development 
Housing Authority of the City of Toronto, Regent Park = 
Land and Services re Rental Housing Projects = 


Department of the Provincial Treasurer 
Railway Tax 
Transferred to the Dept. of Health re maintenance of irdigent 
patients in Provincial Mental Hospitals 176 
Distributed to Municipalities 2 


Department of Public Welfare . 
Day Nurseries Upkeep 2 
Child Welfare 
Special Grants to Townships ; 
Payments to Municipalities on Maintenance Orders = 
Children's Aid Societies, to be applied to the salaries of 
officers occupying the position of local superintendent and 
local officer 67 
Subsidy for Protection Services (Children's Aid Societies) - 
Homes for the Aged 
Operating cost and Maintenance of persons from unorganized 
territory : 
New Buildings - 
Frection of Housing Units for Elderly Persons i 
Direct Relief Lyeng 
Payment of 50% of Welfare Unit Administration Cost for 1949 ~ 


Department of Public Works 
Town of Thessalon, 75% of cost of dam 6 
Flood Control 

City of Sudbury ia 
Lake Nipissing - ie 
Drainage Work . . = i 
Conservation 
Remedial Works 
Total 


% of 1944 Total 
* Less than $500.00 
~ Nil 


15 (Continued) 


194.6 


105 
3,105 


| Gee ak Beh ee 


aly (= 


18}. .98% 
* Less 
~ Nil 


1948 
2 a 


150 
35279 


5,983 
OT 2% 


than $500.00 


50 


91 

859 

ie! 
79,503 
396 94% 


14.32 4.0% 


525 95% 
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THE MUNICIPALITIES IN THE TORONTO METROPOLITAN AREA 


The Municipality of Metropolitan Toronto 


Etobicoke - Township 
Forest Hill - Village 
Leaside - Town 
Long Branch - Village 
Mimico - Town 
New Toronto ~ Town 
Scarborough - Township 
Swansea - Village 
Toronto ~ City 
Weston - Town 
York - Township 
York East - Township 
York North ~ Township 


95,000 to 225,000 


Hamilton ~ 
Ottawa - 
Windsor - 
London ~ 
854 SOG ttor 55000 
Kitchener - 
Sudbury ~ 
Kingston 7 
Oshawa ~ 
St. Catharines - 
Peterborough - 
sarnia ~ 
Brantford ~ 


Fort William _ 


City 
City 
City 
City 


City 
City 
City 
City 
City 
City 
City 
City 
City 


(1) County Rates Included 


York 
York 
York 
York 
York 
York 
York 
York 
York 
York 
York 
York 
York 


TABLE 


1952 PER CAPITA 


) 
GENERAL GOVERNMENT, SERVICES T) 


Region 


PRPRPRP REP RPP RPE RPPEP 


Total and Average 


Wentworth Ya 
Carleton cs 
Rssex 6 
Middlesex 5 
Total and Average 
Waterloo 8 
Sudbury - 16 
Frontenac 11 
Ontario ue) 
Lincoln = 
PeterboroughlO 
Lamb ton fi 
Brant 2 


Thunder Bay 18 


Total and Average 


0 


6,000 PERSONS IN SIX 


Assessed 


Fopubeuion 


62,685 
16,965 
15,829 
8, 684. 
11,975 
11,236 
63,862 
8,250 


667 , 304 


8,256 
98,915 
63,951 


96 LF 


1,134,689 


212,234 
200 , 936 


125,760 
nie dieses) 


636,039 


50,363 
146 , 059 
43,845 
41,631 
38,619 
38 , 392 
37,480 
Bpego 


36 ,888 
3(0,5(2 


General 


Government 


$ 

Peet 
4.52 
4.63 
5.43 


ee IS AT A 
00 Fu FA AD] 
PUOF MD FW OW 


\0 
ro) 
no 


16 
EXPENDITURE (1) 
N 


PROPERTY AND SERVICES TO PERSONS 


F 


AND ALL OTHER CITIES,TOWNS AND VILLAGES OVER 


POPULATION GROUPS 


> oe tet Ym GD Oe fey De Om mw me ton me i ee Oe ty 


to Conservation 
Property of Health 
21.75 1232 
30.85 213 
22.42 eae) 
18.38 Oo 
19.94 ays) 
27.23 .62 
30.6) a Mees 
18.83 °19 
25.796 7.07 
e731 Nasio) 
19.36 1.53 
132 eyiele 
oh..27 188 
30.59 8.88 
80162) gave 
30RD (ap. 1.94 
26 6 d 6.70 

31.49 0; 0en 
30.66 ovo 
22.85 ByesNe 
19.32 3.41 
23.01 1.92 
33.58 4.68 
25.53 2.36 
25.93 2.82 
28.21 6.36 
23 .66 O55e 


25 8h 4.26 


— 


Public 
Welfare 


MD CACO 
Ome © 


GOED UO 10 tA) <= FO - 


us I 
ie a ee 
ON 1 


Total 


310 
wis 
369/ 
3.00 
2,32 
4.06 
2.38 
ae 


ee ee ed 


Services Conservation of Health & Public Welfare 


Education 
School Levies 
etc. Sra chemi ee 
an 
28 49 31.59 
42.56 43.75 
42.31 46.28 
16.40 19.4.0 
18.85 Oy 
eeee: ole eyé 
18228 20.66 
PeiatOn “eh ey 
30.76 47.09 
ab. OL 28 ,88 
ah .56 27 83 
Ol, 2° OT 526 
26 .38 30.19 
28 .64, 39.10 
26.92 UO .6Q | 
Ooeoal 4 35.08 
2h. .60 31.89 © 
30 75d 4LO.79 
26 4.5 37 4.0 
21.69 Sonor 
ae 29.19 
22.52 29 .58 
20012 2). .66 
30.00 37.89 
eh. .28 29.09 
26.70 32.72 
2o.6): 32.23 
25 _3lk.76 
aie te 31.039 
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TABLE 
Region Popuistion Government 
17,000 to 34,999 
Sault Ste.Marie City Algoma ay 3h. , 086 5 OT 
Port Arthur City Thunder Bay 18 33,698 gist: 
Guelph Bitty Wellington 8 28 ,617 2 OL 
Timmins Town Cochrane 15 25,910 35 
Niagara Falls City Welland 3 2k ,158 4,22 
Chatham City Kent 6 21,730 4k 40 
Galt | City Waterloo 8 20,801 4.70 
Belleville City Hastings Aub 19,592 Biri be 
North Bay OLty. Nipissing 14. 19,322 erie 
Stratford City Perth 8 £94302 Ste 
St. Thomas City Elgin 5 18, 8hy 6.08 
Cornwall City Stormont 12 17,026 25 
Total and Average 283 , 086 4k 
10,000 to 16,999 ined 
Owen Sound City Grey 9 16,724 5 oh 1 
Welland City Welland 3 16,292 4.29 
EBastview Town Carleton “3 LF I53 3.63 
Woodstock City Oxf ord 5 15,834 3-97 
Barrie Town Simcoe 9 Das fel 9.20 
Port Colborne Town Welland Syeewi 8.96 
Pembroke Town Renfrew 13 Ley 579 9 O09 
Waterloo City Waterloo 8) ebeghho 8.26 
Orillia Town Simcoe 9 Lasers 941 
Brockville Separated Town Leeds nO te,eeL 235 
Riverside Separated Town Essex 6 10,138 3-77 
Trenton Separated Town Hastings sae 10,086 2.96 
Total and Average 160,999 Bay de: 
7,300 to 9,999 
Lindsay Town Victoria 10 OF D3 3.{0 
Kenora Town Kenora 18 9,108 1.70 
Brampton Town Peel 1 8,945 Ts20 
Smith's Falls Separated Town Lanark 13 8,347 4.30 
Preston Town Waterloo 8 8,189 6d 
Yort Frances Town Rainy River 18 8,146 Prabal 
Cobourg Town Northumberland 10 On tt7 7.62 
Fort Erie Town Welland 3 8,071 8.99 
Whitby Town Ontario 10 7,619 539k 
Leamington Town Essex 6 75552 6.07 
Renfrew Town Renfrew 13 [Pose pier: 
Total and Average 91,380 h 61 
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16 (Continued) 


Services Conservation of Health & Public Welfare Education Total 
to Conservation Public School Levies 
Property of Health Welfare Total etc.) Total 
$ $ $ $ $ $ 

2h..61 2.59 4.18 6.77 27.96 34.73 64.41 
24.69 4.03 3.02 Faxes 27 86 Tats Soe bee abi ay fl ab 
20.60 1.20 6. Oy, (Misi Ue aes Pome SO. tL 
LAT 2.28 4.90 viral 2h..25 31.43 56.95 
35.30 2.07 LOT 329k 30.03 Sao (en, hoe 
30.4.0 moll O1S5 3.49 22.20 25.69 60.49 
22.57 3.05 ep 5 36 20.96 26.31, 53.59 
29.97 3.02 2.98 6.00 20.40 Pe.4O4 G2. he 
22.52 2.36 nepal ta Crete 20.51 POO Wa oe ke 
29.79 2.18 2.03 We). 18.52 P2275) Daero 
zal eak 3.03 2.61 5 6h 19.49 Oe Owe Oe. 
20.75 Bal fi Syare jo hou 21.83 ei 
25.68 245 3.67 6.12 23.14 29,26. 59.86 
22.02 2.08 2.10 4.18 OT U5 31.63 59.06 
25:07 1.86 3.65 5.51 2u.79 30.30 60.26 
13.40 - Lay. eS ore 12.54 ER Ss aeoe 
ne Wawt 1.99 2.03 4 03 19.56 23.59 47.23 
18.61 98 1.59 en57 PYAttO 20.27 48.08 
22.83 ~70 SOT, aor VOVL7 20.84 52.63 
21 43 1.63 nee 2.87 Teer: 18.28 hh.8o 
28 2h 7.38 nL fe OTS So O7 S026) -GO.0% 
se -O7 1.32 1.99 15.69 17.68 ky .67 
20.36 1.63 3.10 h 73) 19.90 .63 60.34 
Wale aye 1.13 1.35 emis 20.43 20,01 L535 

_20.88 1.36 2.56 3.92 23.49 2 ened Sey 
21.53 Wet 712300 Bert VO .7y PASS OTe 
a5) 1.12 239 5 Noe wd 16.88 35.09 
31.01 3.7 5.96 9.4.3 26.3 Soom kon cta 
28.59 vie 2.03 2.15 peo 26.06 61.85 
22.89 a Or 2.39 46 21.37 25.82 53.02 
17.89 ee 2.98 3.52 aNainiey 19.06 43.39 
23 ny 1.93 8.96 10.89 30,21 41.10 69.65 
19.39 TO nie 83 11.85 12.69 39.69 
20.4.2 1.605 ed 2.25 23.7h 26.00 55.0 
17.33 rsa 2.02 2.43 10.68 13.12) 135.75 
oa ae Oe ,62 56 Tele: 16.02 7 LO. 143 Ok 

per OL ii 3.55 4.66 15.49 20215. 46,08 


21.39 cele 1.97 3.21 19.15 22.36 8 =48.36 


—— —=>.-<— sa 


ie 000 no, a Aes 
Midland 
Collingwood 
Wallaceburg 
ee Hawkesbury 
‘Dundas 
Simcoe 
Oakville 
Burlington 
nRorold 
Ingersoll 
as Port Hope 


Town 
Town 
Town 
Town 
Town 
Town 
Town 


Town 


Town 


Separated Town Oxford 


Town 


ung a, : 
ye ~ wy a8 
yy crak 


Ahh Assessed 


7,480 
7,468 
esi 
Netsco G 
Piseso 
Ty159 
wget 
6,709 
6,705 
6 448 
6,100 


Sime oe 
Simcoe 
Kent 
Prescott 
Wentwor th 
Norfolk 
Halton 
Halton 
Welland 


F MW OOO 


OuUW rr 


~ 


Durham 


Total and Average. 77,326 


Grand Total and Average 2,754,091 


Region Population — 


‘General 


Government — 


Paes 
eike pc) 
7 Gale 
‘belo 
6.79 
LOMA 
Meni eh 
8.78 
6.33 
8.26 
5 0 


5 ko 


© 


5 Akg 


| atresia 
ee 


16 (continued) 


Services Conservation of Health & Public Welfare Education Total 
to Conservation Public (School Levies p 

Propert of Health Welfare Total etc. Total 

fo a 
19.75 #15 ais 2.88 17 bh 20.32 50.46 
16 .83 229 2d: ik 15.58 18.29 41.55 
22.45 eT, 20 UT 19.53 21.00) 50.59 
12.92 78 .88 1.66 14.06 1. Te orks 
19.54 Sad 4,3 Teed a oielle 16.64 46.96 
26 48 1.07 4.01 5.07 20.88 25.96 60.33 
eel iis 3.27 3.99 21.59 e5.58 59.5C 
21.40 623 2.9h ar 19.70 Doo sOso0 
20.07 1.62 ol 3.13 14 699 18 .32u Os 
1 61 1.68 1.56 3.2) 16.60 19.85 39.35 
21.20 3 5h, neve BECO) | WO EG pO 
20.0 CE. 1.04 Louk 17 49 1G 31) ele 7G 


28 .4e hy Woon 8.8). 25379 34.63 68.55 
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Assessed Population and Taxable 
Cities 


weome nena wen Percentage 


Professional Manufacturing 


and and 
Assessed Commercial Industrial 
Population Property Property 
0 0 
Cities 

Toronto 653,499 32.2 8.0 
Hamilton 201 ,296 19.1 Teno 
Ottawa 195,067 Reve 45 
Windsor 123,849 19.2 14.5 
London 95,612 eh. .O 76 
Sudbury 5Oyece 22.0 eye 
Kitchener 48,773 20.4 1 
Kingston 41,056 20.7 ‘6.6 
Oshawa UGarar 1547 ES. 
St. Catharines 38 ,146 Ngee) LOE 
Peterborough Oe lial 15.6 
Brantford 36 , 602 ATG ah ei 
Fort William 34,926 T6730 355.0 
Sarnia 33,976 2A LOGS 
Sault Ste. Marie ger ces 126 27 «4 
Port Arthur 32,082 28 .6 Bd ae 
Guelph 27140 SOG Lig 
Niagara Falls 22 ,686 Loe habe 
Chatham el e3 21.6 TOT 
Belleville 19,423 23.8 5.5 
Galt 19, 362 ee Lon t 
Stratford  . 18 ,878 Luar 10.4 
St. Thomas Or he ake yaa! 1026 
North Bay 18 ,740 26.3 3.8 
Cornwall pp alee 22.2 9.3 
Owen Sound 16,898 oh. .7 8.0 
Vielland 1549 (a 21.8 LT 4 
Woodstock 15,466 163 a 
Waterloo 11,947 10.6 Does 


- Nil 
* Detail not available 
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Assessment for General Purposes 


1951 


Breakdown of Taxable Assessment. for General Purposes -e---- nmr wer ewnne nm ne nnn 


Total 
Other Hy ale yore beh Farm and 
Business Business Business Residential 
Sees Assessment Assessment Residential Assessment 
0 (0) q (0) 

ae 15.5 58.8 41.2 41.2 
a 12 4 La 55.5 55.9 
~ 10 .4 47.2 52.4 52.8 
oe ThS 52.0 148.0 48.0 
- Lee, Kh .3 Dos, ( 5567 

- 9.4 39.9 60.1 60.1 

- 15.8 51.3 48.7 48.7 

- LONG 37 9 Ge ak 62.1 
Teel 13.6 45.6 54 3 5h 4 
1.4 ie 2.6 5.3 57 #4 
at 1233 45.1 Sh .7 5h .9 
- THEO 45.2 54. .8 54.8 

- 1336 64.6 34.9 35 4 
wL Quel 41.0 59 .0 59.0 
3 lapels 56.1 43.9 43.9 
- Lan5 O55 36.05 gon 
9d 10.6 LO. 59.9 59 9 
9.8 12.8 52.5 47.5 47.5 
; 12.9 Ly 9 se ae ee 

- Ce wal eo 4 57.6 57.6 

- iy et 56.3 56.3 

- 8.0 35 .6 6). 4 6h. 4 

= (oe, 37 .6 62.) 62 4 

- 8.9 39.1 60.9 60.9 

“ 1342 HL 8 55.2 55.2 

= 122% Lg 54.3 55 v1 

At 14.9 54.8 el 45.2 
4 8.9 34.7 65.3 65.3 
Us| PORT 50.9 48.2 Lo .1 


Cities 
Toronto 
Hamilton 
Ottawa 
Windsor 


London 


Sudbury 
Kitchener 
Kingston 
Oshawa 

St. Catharines 
Peterborough 


Brantford 

Fort William 
Sarnia 

Sault Ste. Marie 


Port Arthur 
Guelph 
Niagara Falls 
Chatham 
Belleville 


Galt 
Stratford 
St. Thomas 
North Bay 
Cornwall 


Owen Sound 
Welland 
Woodstock 
Waterloo 


~-- Total --- 


Amount Capita 


000 


64,020 
i5 ,690 
iS Pie 
8,789 
Tey@iake 


2,940 
3,428 
2,108 
2,275 
3, 044 
25239 


oe Diode 
a, (ei 
2a. 
RYO, 


2,432 
1,635 
E603 
1,463 
1,248 


1,019 
Palio 
iene 

965 
1,052 


1,043 
Oh 
Te 
830 


Per 


97 .96 


TABLE 17 (Continued) 


Revenue 
Total, Per Capita and Percentage Breakdownn 


Cities, 1951 


oo at me ee ee me eS Om OS oe et oe te oe a oe 


Real 
Property 
and Grants 
Business and and 
Tax Subsidies Permits 
i ih 0 

85.2 Phitol 48) 
82.9 Ripa ite 
Gly ih .6 48) 
88 4 ie ey 
88 .6 54 Tae 
Gian 10.9 heels 
81.5 Vine 128 
85 .2 5.0 2.4 
89 .2 Tae) Tho 
Bie 8.9 Me 
eval! a0 1a, 
S56 BG ELA 
ears Ons ay, 
86.3 ovens 1.8 
86.7 aye cle 
86.5 5.0 ae 
83.6 er 2.9 
738.0 Tope 2,8 
88 .6 5.3 6 
8h .0 (ae Tah 
86 .8 8.9 ens 
85.2 Lea 2&9 
88 .0 Bich ing 
ess, Bid. 3.0 
87.2 1) 8 
88.9 Gtk 2 
86.7 TG Bi 
88 .0 64 Oat 
88.9 Teas) ay 


Percentage Breakdown 
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oo aD oe ee ee Ow OF om Ow Ot Oe ay ae Or mm ao 


Net Revenue 
Licenses of Utilities 


and Other 
Enterprises 


(0) 


2 
2 


WW 


COT 


Other 


(8) 


Cue US) uo Ie 
ANH EO 


OH OA 


DORE 


SUN EOC OVE TE) OF Coco EAT AD 
eC) 


FW H 1 
HHH ®@O 


M Mw 
00 Edy 


(6) 


eu siievia mos 


Ry a GL eas lakes ee ee 


2950 


Revenue Total 


BO CeOO.S 
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TABLE 17 
Expend 
Tovel, Per Capita 
Cities 
So ype er toe gece ton ah a oe ET as ee eee ie ao ak Percentage 
-eo-- ye Services to Property ------------ 
--- Total --- Protection Sanitation Recreation 
Fer General to Persons Public & Waste & Community : 
Amount Capita Government & Property Works Removal bervices Tota 
$ : O00 $ g, Fy % q b % 
Cities 
Toronto 64,020 97.96 6.5 abies 2) Bae 5.1 33-4 
Hamilton Le OTe POR Onin 19.5 49 Shey Se 33.2 
Ottawa 15,509" 79:50 5.5 ihe att LO ee Te. h.O 39.7 
Windsor GOS a iON og G2 21.3 Mage Bre ae bee, 
London (5233) 15805 6.8 Urea 9.1 LOue Fe ile 
Sudbury 3,007 ue 59.60 8.5 HEN LG) 13.5 ei Biety. 33.9 
Kitchener 35445.) 70.63 fe 1h 63 6.5 9.2 4.8 34.8 
Kingston SAO. SIE 62 on! clvesyh 6.8 6 chee 32.0 
Oshawa EL PTAOh slant Toolt 19.0 ee 6.2 4.6 37 4 
St. Catharines Sle wre Aae 5.8 a) TAS) Sis) Goll 38.1 
Peterborough 2,549 68.54 5.5 16.0 10.6 hy el 36.1 
Brantford O29 OO mla 6.6 1628 7.6 8.4 figs 410.6 
Fort William ott a) (ORE 8 16.8 5.9 5.2 Ta 32.3 
Sarnia emails’) Reena eys Gey Loi Ge 6.6 3.9 33.9 
Sault Ste. Marie 2,325 71.93 8.3 15.9 Yio 3.6 Mey, 31.4 
Port Arthur 2,460 76.69 9.3 Gee ge Tae) Hed. Si 
Guelph SW end Gisieoul 10.9 Loe vary ey 5.6 33.6 
Niagara Falls 1 5O (aw 69.05 6.0 206 9.9 6.0 9.8 h6.3 
Chatham LACH 09.20 8.4 22.8 el ae 3.4 5.9 43.8 
Belleville 1 261 Glen Te 19.9 1h 3.5 Les 42.2 
Galt LOO Fnasiesos 8.9 eg TRA) co Bae: 39.5 
Stratford Le SOREN 5.9 18.0 ee Tate! 6.8 48.0 
St. Thomas LOOT Ey OH eO Ls Tha Siete LONG 9 4 Ky 1 
North Bay 968 51.64 3.9 13 5 ales! ie UA 42.0 
Cornwall 1,040 60.65 8.3 16.6 yes 4.6 Ps 33.2 
Owen Sound LP OYS MOT Gi 8.1 Ve 4 9.6 Hee, 4.3 32h 
Welland 998 62.50 OFG 19.9 9.3 2.7 hog 36.6 
Woods tock (5 hSe6e THe siete) eo aS, 3.9 35.6 
Waterloo Gary aiGaiko 10.3 12.7 9.6 6.6 5.8 34 7 


Dew oe i at hee 


Education — | “Net Deficit Expendi- 
(School Net of Utilities ture 
Public Levies, Debt and Other out of County 
Welfare etc.) Total Charges , ae Revenue Rates Other 
¢ no. % | ON biel: 04) Yl gf, " % : HW Oia q {: % % 
| 9.1 29.5 46.2 9.8 - 2.0 - pS 
Bt 32.6 WT 5 9.1 - Avs - 2.4 
yd 28 .3 42.0 9.0 a3 ee - 2.2 
Tat SOC aon Osh yes ~ a ~ 1.2 
Dea 3h 6 46.3 oS : - ~ me) 
16. 89 5000 0 49/0 Si i: i Sue iM Da 
ees eh 3 a0 1e.2 - BAG - ad 
6.5 34.7 47 uy Lee : 9 A 1.6 
he bes su 32.8 39.8 yea - 6.2 - ho 
eK —4.o B0.i( howl =A ~ a5: aril tO6 
10. WP nes eiciat 28.2 Wo dy 13.4 . = “ 2.6 
ae ae Mo ene Pe Ob Das - h 3 - Bn 
ws Bua” 32.0 hO.9 yy : E a vy 
pies 5.9 BRAC ee sce A QUONE - 14 - 41 
2. 5 37-3 u4.7 =O - 10 8 - 8 
ax 42 Ba 1 4 A Sea - 4 - ee 
oe TOO” OO Oh SG ht ila ~ Kine, - 9 
Peo 4d Be mn Me ads apy a Rae - - - 2.0 
a ee 32.2 36.6 8.3 i - 2.9 
a LT 31.8 1 OOM Bae ers Ga; - - - 16 
Pik 30.8. UEP: Wn OM Coxe = Z ¥ 3.4 
oes ES Paty TSS TM hy LOR - - ~ 245 
Pe ie Sate ey Ce ty SO Man tea ‘ 1.6 X rane 
oie th 32.7 46.0 4.0 . é 7 ae 
bios 32.5 Mk 2 eet? 5) i. i S 2.0 
3.6 42.0 M8. 2 Iona - 
Bo the 36.3 GO Mages teed htt - 
WO 36 OM hora 9.0 - 
BI heat) Mer AG Ae NSW i TELIA) 1 ea 


Said 
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TABLE 17 


Assessed Population and 
Separated Towns , 


a liaiatatel Percentage Breakdown 


Professional Manufacturing 


and and 
Assessed Commercial Industrial 
Separated Towns (ST) Towns (T) Population Property Property 
and Villages (V) A ae 

Timmins ae 26, 385 A1:.3 4.6 
Forest Hill V 16,374 CaN | oe 
Leaside Ht 15 , 686 9.2 26.5 
Eastview (2)* iy 15,058 
Barrie Tt 13,318 23.5 Be: 
Pembroke 4 12,456 es 6.4 
Brockville (1)* ST 12,030 2S eels 
Orillia T 12,003 20.5 peas, 
Mimico Tt 11 5503 eT Oi 
New Toronto als Oe ak 33.8 
Trenton ST eels 23.3 TO 
Riverside Sul 9,535 12 ees Ee 
Lindsay (1)* ny 9,504 20.9 To 
Kenora T 8,878 TEST ee 
Long Branch V 8,520 14 .8 LEsO 
Smith's Falls ST 8 , 339 (3) (3) 
Brampton T G, 301 19.6 Tao 
Port Colborne in 8, 300 1028 33.9 
Fort Frances i 8,114 18 .4. 20.4 
Weston uy 8,088 12.7 1239 
Swansea V 8 ,080 Both ae 
Cobourg rf 7,818 ives 8.4 
Fort Erie T ities gets 51.5 
Leamington ay 7,541 16.2 vee ye 
Preston T {engate! ded 14h 4 
Renfrew T 7,368 2h 1 h 6 
Collingwood ie 7,367 20.8 116 
Wallaceburg Au adie tes 14.8 14.2 
Whitby i [203° | Le sae Ta 
Midland ib (4207 ay oT G 


(1) 1952 figure (1951 not available ) 

(2) Not available 

(3) Not broken down as between Professional and Commercial, Manufacturing, — 
and Industrial and Other ; 
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(Continued ) 


Taxable Assessment for General Purposes 
Towns and Villages - 1951 


Sr iraxeaure Assessment for General Purposes <-<<<--3=<9<<<<nesecew eee n ern ese 


Total Farm 


Other Total and 
Business Business Business Residential 
Property Assessment Assessment Residential Assessment 
5 ia Fire Tans b 

5 ot 7.5 38.8 58.5 61.2 
- nes: ante 92.3 9273 
- be Nr ie 51.0 49.0 49.0 
= 8.6 35 9 64.0 64. 1 
1.0 9.2 ea a 58.3 58.9 
a 9.6 37.9 62.1 62.1 
- LG32 38.1 61.9 61.9 
- 5.3 19.3 80.3 80.7 
3.2 Alay yee 2h. .6 2h .6 
5 1a 41.8 57.7 58.2 
- a5) 2.9 95.5 Ook. 
i 1210 Lo.6 59 4 59 ot 
oe men) Bowe KL 7 hh 8 
eal 10.2 38.1 Cley 61.9 

27 .0(3) Tal Sie 2: ~—~665.9 65.9 

ies 9.3 3657 62.3 6353 

~ 20.2 64.9 35.1 35.1 
5 on 55.6 4 2 Whe dy 
10 10.5 37 .0 63.0 63.0 
2.2 4.5 feat 82.9 82.9 
- laid 38.0 6.3 62.0 

- 9.8 32.9 ey geek Oiteed 
4-7 12.5 4h 3 53.5 Poet 
£20 12.3 41.3 58 4 58.7 
6 9.9 39 .2 59.6 60.8 
5 Veie: LS .1 53.1 54 9 
2.0 1156 Fees: 56.4 SO at 
qn Gate 270 68 .5 2.1 
- ee 53.2 46, 46.8 


"Assessed ‘Population and 
| Separated oe 


teateted Percentage Break 


Sees M | Ua Aa Gs “Monufacturing ; 
ay eee i: and and Gna 
A \attab teat . Assessed ~=— Commercial | Industrial a 
Separated Towns (ST) Towns (T) °— ~ Population Property Pro erty 
and Villages (V) % i ‘ er, 
| | | 7 A te a, 


1% 
* 


Hawkesbury | +) 1 OuG 
Simcoe © 7,085 
Dundas 6, (Or 
Oakville 6,691 
Ingersoll 6,533 


6,465 
By 32% 
6,314 
DH OLO 
5,27 


5 Obl 


papal 
5 202 


Me 


PH ee 


7 
rH 
Yo FE OVM OO 


NrKM VOM OAD @DBow rN 
PHM WMOOMO0 WoOAA® 


OrFO OrRPWW F&F Orvow FI 


Thorold 
Port Hope 
Burlington 
Bowmanville 
Paris 


. 
. . 


PRR RR 


geal 


4 


Newmarket 
Parry Sound 
Tillsonburg 


o 


ak 
A 
t 
gi 
ae 
2 
ie 
T 


COW 
©O wo 


From 2,000 to 4,999 
In Counties 179 ,730 
In Districts 50s se 


Less than 2,000 ; 
In Counties | 149,313 
In Districts | 28,114 


(2) Not available ; 
(3) Not broken down as between Professional and Commercial, ‘Monufacturin 
and Industrial and Other 4 
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Taxable Assessment for General Purposes 
Towns and Villages - 1951 


of Taxable Assessment for General Purposes ----n nen n rrr rrr nnn 
Total Farm 
Other Total and 
Business Business Business Residential 
Property Assessment Assessment Residential Assessment 
ffs aly bag 60.8 39.2 39 .2 
ible 15 4 50.6 hg .2 ho 4 
9&9 29 37 4 62n5 62.6 
2.0 10.0 3h. 64.6 65.3 
- 8.7 33. 65.6 66.2 
~ Tee 29 .6 TOve 70 4 
iil 9.3 32.3 67.2 67.7 
- 6.9 25.4 72.4 74 .6 
- One 36.2 59.0 63.8 
a 12.8 ey 55.1 58.3 
02 4h 8 55 55. 


Wer5 6) 2 
10.0 Wh 3 Stl Do at 
pip ipa 48.0 50.9 0 


--- Total --- 


Per 


Separated Towns(ST) Amount Capita 


Towns (T) and 

Villages (V) 
Timmins 
Forest Hill 
Leaside 
Eastview 
Barrie 


Pembroke 
Brockville 
Ori Lina, 
Mimico 

New Toronto 


Trenton 
Riverside 
Lindsay 
Kenora 

Long Branch 


Smith's Falls 
Brampton 
Port Colborne 
fort Frances 
Weston 


Swansea 
Cobcurg 
Fort Erie 
Leamington 
Preston 


Renfrew 
Collingwood 
Wallaceburg 
Whitby 
Midland 


$*000 ° 


1,458 
15495 
1,421 

482 


705 


614 
686 
Be) 
Diliz 
888 


4Q1 
437 
393 
643 
433 


428 
pps 
561 
522 
64-7 


4. 36 
338 
490 
383 
339 


34.3 
athe, 
391 
EME 
426 


55.24 


TABLE 17 (Continued ) 


Revenue 
Total, Per Capita and Percentage Breakdown 
Separated Towns, Towns and Villages - 1951 


Real 
Property 
and 
Business 
Tax 
0 


or) oe) 
Ni Na) 
WH ADBW AWOuoNM 


© 
(ee) 
VOR Se 


No) 
te 
Open Fr DOPUMNPe 


Grants 


and 


Subsidies Permits 


we 


Mow Fw 


Uae = il oe S 
aS wo Moor ONATOM WN nO. woo 
DOO FWYO oONFUN 


ad 
OtoDOW AEARA 


ke 
= oe 


= 
oO 


(6) 


bP hDOrO 


ONAN 


Licenses 


Percentage Breakdown 


and 


PH 


He 
Div EMO NwMooFf 


BHD 


RPRNF 


Con 


ERE RP EW 
FurPnywu 


PRED H 


0 


PONw OA FUADO SOYAAY 


Net Revenue 
OteUGlLutLes 
and Other 


aus 
teen bere of) 


Ww 1 k 


wnwtet 


Other 
Enterprises Revenue Total 


0 


Pw FE OVW 


fe 
Ney es 


Rn OLOars 


ENMU NNA WUARANW 
No FAN ONDE O 


he 
Fu WM Fw Neon) 
MM OVW FO 


1M F NO UW 
~Tw Ww 710 NO AMO 


(6) 


100. 
100. 


6) 
QO 
O 
¢) 


eee es 0000-0 


55505 
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0 


Page 69 


TABLE 17 (Continued ) 

Revenue (Continued) 
Total, Per Capita and Percentage Breakdown 
Separated Towns, Towns and Villages - 1951 


wen en ene -- Percentage Breakdown -----+----------- 


Real 
Property Net Revenue 
--~- Total --- and Grants Licenses of Utilities 
Per Business and and and Other Other 


Separated Towns(ST) Amount Capita Tax Subsidies Permits Enterprises Revenue Total 


Towns (T) and Doce IT kt Sea Cy nn Sn, Meee 


Villages (Vv) 


Hawkesbury T O58. 1335'567 106.9 ven: PO ~ Bf Oto 
Simcoe T ST Se eOSmnrOoS 9.6 . - 4.9 100.0 
Dundas T SU SO Nea MROlES O17 1.0 - Be LOD sO 
Oakville Torte. SOSeTRueoe 0 14.8 ae) - 2.3 100.0 
Ingersoll en yanona ome say ony 8 Boh ae - 1261 10050 
Thorold T Dc e ben Gasiew 9.2 2 : 6.310020 
Port Hope T BGO) Tey Ane qe. die uF ey 6.8 100.0 
Burlington T alow We eHancilnly | alee aie} Wah ye eG - 3 3) MULOO RO 
Bowmanville i pliey, WanG ase) 0 felixe) els ae) - LD LOOeO 
Paris T PBOmu He sooe. 1205 7: Leo oe - 1.3 100.0 
Newmarket 7 BOR RIES (COLT ORO Stel 2) 4s 15.0 PeLOGn a 
Parry Sound ae eis taal Witeleyal 8.9 ives - 3.5 100.0 
Tillsonburg T 2h dens Mevlisgle  Kaispike) alae ee - 16 XL00.0 
From 2,000 to 4,999 

In Counties StSfo hy nulla ea doy m. foyin 12.3 LO 4 1 ALOORO 

In Districts BNOGS a e>ORoOmy 1 Cal 13.4 7.0 1.5 bie T0020 
Less than 2,000 

In Counties Syl e al be ene ee wsleba) Mae} Nae - Fieli OnO 

In Districts yaa PLT Obes 83.9 Hine “Lat ~ 3.021008 
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--~- Total --- 
Per 


TABLE 17 


Expend 
Total, (Per Capita 
Separated Towns, Towns 


Pn ee ee nee en nme ne nen Percentage 


General 


deatetiaietatteiatetade Services to Property ------~----- 
Protection Sanitation Recreation 
to Persons Public & Waste & Community 


Separated Towns (ST)Amount Capita Government & Property Works Removal Services Total 


Towns(T) and 
Villages (V) 
Timmins 
Forest Hill 
Leaside 
Eastview 
Barrie 


Pembroke 
Brockville 
Orillia 
Mimico 

New Toronto 


Trenton 
Riverside 
Lindsay 
Kenora 

Long Branch 


Smith's Falls 
Brampton 
Port Colborne 
Fort Frances 
Weston 


Swansea 
Cobourg 
Fort Erie 
Leamington 
Preston 


Renfrew 
Collingwood 
Wallaceburg 
Whitby 
Midland 


2 ng. aa oe ae 


fet ebaet te 


sa) tes) UxSt tee) 


"000 


1,428 
1,538 
1,423 
482 
697 


640 
681 
564, 
562 
862 


500 
430 
386 
64.1 
hig 


439 
538 
219 
576 
654. 


408g 
336 
hoe 
399 
347 


363 
Coif gae 
376 
261 
416 


oo 


bw 
ONO ON: ON> ES ON 


} 
COoOMOouw 


ee 
OOS =) 9 Ot 


=, 
OO COM 


FONDS 


AGO ee ag 


Of > Fo 


lo SiaCes 50 fo a 


0 


) o] 2 0 0 


© 16.8 Tage 6.8 Rie 34.8 
14.5 10.4 IG LS 23:0 
Tat h 6 Get Sih. 20.5 
11.3 15uH B27 Teel: 33.5 
12.0 LTS 5.3 hg 3309 
1673 WSs 2.6 cal 39 .8 
20.0 ee Grek. Wy hh 9 
1423 sys 1.9 2.6 34 .6 
12.4 9.3 12.9 3.3 37.9 
TUG 6.0 Cal h 6 34.6 
20.2 lO 6.8 3.9 42.9 
Te tydgie) 621 ee 35 .6 
16.2 9.0 3.0 6a 34.3 
Th 4 isa Buy 5.3 a iy 
Weare L3u0 Gilk aay 38.3 
16.2 TS) 4.9 5.3 38.3 
IAA My gs 2.8 4.0 39 .3 
14.8 Onl 6.4 1.8 32 4 
10.2 DELS 2.5 8.6 34.0 
BS) oat Bie. 3.0 38.1 
9.4 vores! 9.9 3.6 30.2 
1066 ToO4G hg 2.8 38 4 
1245 eigen cae cee 30.5 
Dee O71 Lae Tal: 34.6 
15.8 10.8 5.2 6.0 37.8 
16.0 2iye 1.9 Ws 43.6 
ne LPT. ee 2.4 36.2 
ne a) 15.7 6.0 Pere LO. 
TACO GxG Ween) 1.6 30.6 
TROY 14.0 2.0 3.2 29.9 
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(Continued ) 
iture 


and Percentage Breakdown 
and Villages - 1951 


Breakdown «<<< 6 8 een wee we ee we ee ee ee ete enema enn ae 
ween ee Services to Persons ------- Capital 
Education Net Deficit Expendi- 
Conserva- (School Net of Utilities ture 
wLon of Public Levies, Debt and Other out of County 
Health Welfare etc.) Total Charges Enterprises osha Rates Other Total 
o 0 Ho h 0 0 0 0 / q 
3.9 LOL 33.2 47.2 5.5 - 3 - V2) LOO,O 
af 6 ST 43.0 He LO) = 4 6.9 BTA LOG 
a0 “eo Haye Why 19.5 * me aot 2.05 10070 
- 3.1 37.2 4O.3 573 - - 9.9 - 100.0 
2 4 Eee 29.0 a7 9.9 Era WOT 2.4 100.0 
3.0 2.5 aval 33.6 Be . 7 Aleka: 25 LOO s) 
sie 6.0 32.2 41.2 HAS, - . - Eo LOO so 
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--- Total --- 
rer 


Separated Towns (ST )Amount Capita Government 


& Property Works Removal Services Total 


Towns(T) and $000 
Villages (Vv) 


Hawkesbury ny 261 36.06 
Simcoe T 492) 69.46 
Dundas 1 Sele nO gee 
Oakville 7 398 59.48 
Ingersoll ST Bye ha Gleycis 
Thorold ay eee yet te) ads) 
Port Hope Ei BOD tbo 
Burlington 7 299. 47.28 
Bowmanville T AUG ETT 
Paris T eyes ie ltt 
Newnarket Ai Selick) owdds 
Parry Sound ak 255 46.95 
Tillsonburg T C59 LOL GO 


From 2,000 to 4,999 
In Counties 6,499) VA7.4e0 
In Districts 2,899 57.62 


Less than 2,000 


In Counties CLO haters 
In Districts 1,292 45.96 
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TABLE 17 


Expend 
Total, Per Capita 
Separated Towns, Towns 


ot ee were em ee Percentage 


aaa tetaletaetetote Services to Property <<---<---<-= 
Protection Sanitation Recreation 
to Persons Public & Waste & Community 
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ieee, 15.0 sve LO 34.2 


(Continued ) 


iture 


and Percentage Breakdown 


and Villages - 1951 


Breakdown 
Services to Persons 


Conserva- 
tion of Public 
_Health Welfare 
q 0 
LM ee 
2 .6 a2 
Toe £50 
ea 33 
D3 eo 
Dy eee) 
aan 6 
“a sf 
Pa 8 
ie A! 10 
4 Ge): 
ho 5.9 
* Ths 
1.5 eye, 
OG 5.2 
eth: ies 
Bed. LEO 


mo me om we ee oe 


Education 
(School 
Levies, 
etc.) Total 
/9 /0 
Save Be: 
30.5 SP ie. 
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Suburban Townships - over 10,000 


York 

York - North 
York East 
Scarborough 


Etobicoke 
Toronto 
Cornwall 
Teck 


Stamford 
London 
Brantford 
Sandwich East 


Westminster 
Grantham 
McKim 
Crowland 
Sandwich West 


TABLE 17 


Assessed Population and Taxable 


Assessed 


Population 


96,770 
80,771 
62, 301 
56,161 


52,635 
aks is Ife) 
20,745 
18 ,440 


Lovers 
16,682 
MKopas ihe, 
16,315 


16,109 
14,466 
11,707 
11,479 
10,610 


Townships 
Fa en i sp A Ea Pe Percentage 
Professional Manufacturing 


and and 
Commercial Industrial 


—tesperiy_ __froperey 
(6) 


8.9 8 4 
hy Ziel 
8.9 Tae) 
5.2 TO 
oe Bk 
6.2 25.2 
30.5 3.9 
30 39 4 
3.6 3.8 
3.9 6.5 
8.9 6.8 
5.1 13 
sacle rae 
6.8 hog 
5.0 Bias 
Vike st 5.0 


(3) Not broken down as between Professional and Conmercial, Manufacturing and 


Industrial and Other 


Other Townships - 5,000 and over 


In Counties 
in Districts 


Rural Townships - 
From 2,000 to 4,999 
In Counties 

in Dipirrers 


Under 2,000 - 
In Counties 
In Districts 


174 ,930 
L312 


438,873 


30,062 


281,499 
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(Continued ) 
Assessment for General Purposes 
1951 
Breakdown of Taxable Assessment for General Purposes -«<-<-W------n nen en nnnernn-@ 
Total 
Other Total Farm and 
Business Business Business Farm Residential Residential 
Property Assessment Assessment Property Property _ Assessment 
0 (e} ) 0 0 
~ 6.5 23.8 = 76.2 76.2 
pao 2.2 10.8 4.9 8h .3 89 .2 
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8 L320 Ee foveal G7 <0 
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4o.7(3) 1556 56.3 LS 28 .3 43.7 
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3.0 2.7 2149 a6 53.3 (how 


Page 73 


TABLE 17 (Continued ) 


Revenue 
Total, Per Capita and Percentage Breakdown 
Townships, 1951 


wee eee Percentage Breakdown --ewnceeneenene 
Real 
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York North Blew ly NS y ftete 78.9 The 2.0 25 LE 20, (Cee 
York Fast 2,042 45.62 91.5 a nate) - 280) OGe@ 
Scarborough OTH Ba HO eo) (ecu Lee 3.5 ~ JOE TA LOGES 
Etobicoke 3,248 61.70 80.7 8.0 Zi 4 7 O01 10Gau 
Toronto ieee dap usta te 81.8 wis 2.0 - 3.2: FlOOre 
Cornwall a) OOP EDP S16 Ses) ihe 4 - 1 SU LOOe @ 
Teck dL Roisys Gy Haake) TS TO ee - 2.4) P 0Gee 
Stamford 985 54.07 82.5 15.8 me) - 20.) LO0te 
London CTL Howes 86.9 Lie 8 - -{ | jLOGme 
Brantford 728 44.63 83.7 9.8 Leas - 5 4) 100m 
Sandwich East 390: 23.92 86. LTO ibis! . 6° LOOKS 
Westminster 559 34.68 86.2 1027 1RO - 2.1) WOGee 
Grantham Spel sleese 83.2 ALSes) Pea - 1.7) /LOGre 
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TABLE 17 

Expend 

Total, Per Capita 

Townships 

we ee ee ee ae Percentage 

wwe nee enn Services to Property ---<e------- 
--~ Total --- Protection Sanitation Recreation 
Per General to Persons Public & Waste & Community 

Amount Capita Government & Property Works Removal Services Total 


a se Oa SRE RT eum ERD ST Te i 


Suburban Townships - over 10,000 


York 5 567 lee 12.5 6.6 9.3 4.0 32 ot 
York North 5,483 24 BB Les C8 eat ha) 4.8 8 34 .5 
York East 2,881 46.24 hee eRe Sie 5 2.6 25 ae 
Scarborough eA aG) given sls fuse 13.0 27.5 12.3 1.4 54.2 
Etobicoke RUCOT NOE VOT et at 10.2 Tee 9.6 .03 333 
Toronto 1,280 54.92 8.0 7 4 eRe el 1.2 3H 65 
Cornwall Ele oe bi bee 6 9.9 uRSLare 4.0 , 30-7 
Teck 1,044 56.60 ae 1520 132 4.6 2.8 362 
Stamford 959 52.62 5.6 9.8 14.2 3.4 aed 30.7 
London 682 40.90 oa 635 Mees) 1.1 ol 23.0 
Brantford Vinee es 5.8 4.8 16.6 2 ne 22 8 
Sandwich East 390 23.93 TAH Bi 9 4 4.9 dee ak 7 
Westminster 546 33.92 3.8 4.2 Gre He - Olive 
Grantham 534 36.89 Ort 8.5 Wregea) 2.5 - 29 4 
McViim 43h 37.06 ©8682 5.9 34.9 Be re 49.5 
Crowland 610 53.16 Bae) ~ 19.0 ~ 3 1953 
Sandwich West 376 35.44 8.8 aS sly 1.9 .002 2k 5 
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In Counties ein ere eng 6.5 3.6 aly 30 ah ae 28.3 
Tu Districts 862 60.26 9.3 BOM 19.9 4 8 3.7 3058 

Rural Townships 

From 2,000 to 4,999 
In Counties 21,246 48.41 hg Daa) 29.2 aE 3 313 
Tn Districts 1,023 34.08 11.8 5.7 26.5 Ae c 34.6 
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In Counties 14,652 52.05 5.2 U6 34.3 Be I 3645 
In Districts By Gbpie meter allo. Be 45.6 a aif 50.2 
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(Continued ) 
iture 
and Percentage Breakdown 
1951 
Br QkK Own mmm na a ne ne nn ae a ee ae a nw a ae a tno me a OS mt we ms 0 ms a mm 
wenn nne Services to Persons «---~~--- Capital 
Education | Net Deficit Expendi- 
Conserva~ (School Net of Utilities ture 
tion of fuodie Levies, Debt and Other out of County 


Health Welfare etc.) Total Charges Enterprises Revenue Rates Other Total 


0 0 ‘0 0 0 0 
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5 4.2 32 4 38.1 hae 2 le; ale bs. 29100 30 
4.6 O33 40.0 52.9 3.0 - - - Ae OO 0 
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ie Number of Municipalities 
| Cities 

ue i Towns 

eae Villages 

wi Townships 

yy Improvement Districts 

. Park Commissions 

mt Total Local Municipalities 
Assessed Population 


‘ Revenue ~ Total $ * 000 
: Revenue - per capita $ 
i Real Property and Business Tax 
‘ Grants and Subsidies 
a _ Licenses and Permits 
iM Utilities and Other Enterprises (Net) 
Other 
Total 
Expenditure - Total $1000 
Expenditure - per capita $ 


General Government 
Protection to Persons and Property ) 
. Public Works 
panitation and Waste Removal 
Recreation and Community Services 
7 Conservation of Health 
iy Na Public Welfare 
oye 1) Kducation 
Debt Charges (less amount Fate ene) 
Utilities and Other Enterprises (Net) 
Capital Expenditures out of Revenue 
County Rates 
Other 
Total 


institutional care". 
See footnote (1). ‘ 
Includes "Other". i 
_ See footnote (3). 
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Editorial from The Globe and Mail, February 24, 199. 


Ontario's Economic Survey 


One of the most interesting and significant statistical projects ever under- 
taken in this country is the Economic Survey of Ontario, of which a preliminary report 
has been largely completed. The survey is being compiled by the Ontario Bureau of 
Statistics and Research, in the Department ¢ the Provincial Treasurer, Mr. Leslie Frost. 
In concept and treatment, even at this early and experimental stage, the project shows 
imagination and clarity of purpose which put it into a class by itself. 


Statistics are called dull by some people, who fail to realize that they are 
life and work, environment and achievement, in terms of figures. To bring these down to 
manageable terms, and to give them comparative significance, the authors of the survey 
have divided Ontario into nineteen zones. These comprise groupings of from two to five 
counties in Southern Ontario, and one or more districts in the lesd-settled northern 
area. The zones represent more or less common economic and geographical characteristics, 
and at the same time have recognized limits in the historic county boundaries. They 
furnish, however, units of reference which can be compared with themselves at later dates 
or with other parts of the Province in any degree or manner desired. 


The survey brings together for the first time figures on climate, population, 
natural resources and primary industries, health, welfare, transportation and commun- 
ications, recreational facilities and financial services, each set broken down into 
zone units. Thus, if this excellent project is continued, it will be possible to see 
over a period of years fluctuations and trends in all these varied aspects of our social 
and economic life. If population is declining in a certain zone, the reasons for it 
might be traced, and corrected. If industries are falling off in business, due to local 
ceuses, remedial steps may be taken before it is too late. There will be no limit of 
usefulness to Governments, educational institutions, businesses, as well as to those 
who need ready reference to a variety of statistics in useful form. 


What is not without importance is that most of the figures in this survey are 
ordinarily collected by various Government agencies for their own use, but never before 
put in this comparative form. There are still some subjects which have a place in the 
survey, but are not available at present. Certain other figures are not complete, ag in 
the case of industrial figures, which are based on Workmen's Compensation Board records, 
and include only the firms reporting to the board. It ig possible that this weakness 
might be corrected eventually, as the value of the survey is recognized. 


The picture of economic and social life in Ontario revealed by the survey is 
one which conventional statistics fail to provide. It gives those to whom the massed 
figures of standard tables were almost meaningless, a new confidence and understanding 
in the use of statistical information. The project reflects a high degree of credit on 
Mr. Harold J. Chater, the Provincial Statistician, and his capable staff. If the method 
of the survey might be adopted in other Provinces and possibly even by the Dominion 
Government, many advantages would be apparent. If nothing more, it would reduce the 
misuse of statistics to the minimum. in itself a highly laudable achievement. 
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INDEX 

Region No. 
Algoma LY The Sault Region 
Brant 2 The Burlington Region 
Bruce 9 The Blue Water Region 
Carleton 13 The Ottawa Valley Region 
Cochrane 5 The Clay Belt Region 
Dufferin 9 The Blue Water Region 
Dundas Le The Upper St. Lawrence Region 
Durham 10 The Kawartha Region 
Elgin 5 The Upper Thames Region 
Essex 6 The Border Region 
Frontenac Ly The Quinte Region 
Glengarry re The Upper St. Lawrence Region 
Grenville ae The Upper St. Lawrence Region 
Grey 9 The Blue Water Region 
Haldimand iF The Lake Erie Region 
Haliburton Ly The Highlands Region 
Halton ul The Metropolitan Region 
Hastings ih The Quinte Region 
Huron 9 The Blue Water Region 
Kenora 18 The Lakehead Region 
Kenora-Patricia Portion 19 The James Bay Region 
Kent 6 The Border Region 
Lambton i) The St. Clair River Region 
Lanark tle The Ottawa Valley Region 
Leeds Le The Upper St, Lawrence Region 
Lennox and Addington ASE The Quinte Region 
Lincoln S| The Niagara Region 
Manitoulin 16 The Nickel Range Region 
Middlesex ") The Upper Thames Region 
Muskoka 14 The Highlands Region 
Nipissing 14. The Highlands Region 
Norfolk in The Lake Erie Region 
Northumberland 10 The Kawartha Region 
Ontario 10 The Kawartha Region 


Oxford 5 The Upper Themes Region 


Parry Sound 
Peel 

Perth 
Peterborough 
Prescott 
Prince Edward 


Rainy River 
Renfrew 
Russell 


Simcoe 
Stormont 
Sudbury 


Thunder Bay 
Timiskaming 


Victoria 
Waterloo 
Welland 


Wellington 
Wentworth 


York 
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OF COUNTIES AND DISTRICTS Con't 


Region No, 
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The 
The 
The 
The 
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The 
The 


The 
The 
The 


The 
The 


The 
The 


The 
The 


The 


The 


Highlands Region 
Metropolitan Region 
Upper Grand River Region 
Kawartha Region 

Ottawa Valley Region 
Quinte Region 


Lakehead Region 
Ottawa Valley Region 
Ottawa Valley Region 


Blue Water Region 
Upper St. Lawrence Region 
Nickel Range Region 


Lakehead Region 
Clay Belt Region 


Kawartha Region 

Upper Grand River Region 
Niagara Region . 
Upper Grand River Region 


Burlington Region 


Metropolitan Region 


Region 


Number 


al 


Region and County or District 


The Metropolitan Region 


The 


The 


The 


The 


The 


The 


The 


Halton 
Peel 
TOK. 


Burlington Region 
Brant 
Wentworth 


Niagara Region 
Lincoln 
Welland 


Lake Erie Region 
Haldimand 
Norfolk 


Upper Thames Region 
Elgin 

Middlesex 

Oxford 


Border Region 
Kssex 
Kent 


St. Clair River Region 
Lambton 


Upper Grand River Region 
Perth 

Waterloo 

Wellington 


Blue Water Region 
Bruce 

Dufferin 

Grey 

Huxyon 

Simcoe 


1951 


Census 


1,276,298 


+4 ,003 
peed ts 


i1/o,¢e2 


338,940 
(2 On 
266 ,083 


212,599 
BF, 366 
123,233 


66 , 846 
oh 138 
42,708 


276,475 
5b, a: 
162 ,139 
58 ,818 


296,278 
217,150 
79,126 


h, 960 


¢ 


245 , 637 
52, 504 
126,123 
66,930 


270,599 


EE 


14,566 
58,960 
lg ,280 


106,482, 


1941 


Census 


1,011,603 


28,515 
31,539 
951,549 


158,902 
55 , 066 
93,836 


57 465 
Dilip 
35,611 


22k ,290 


46,150 


207 , 867 
4g, 69h 
98 ,720 
59,453 


ale3 714 
1,680 
14 O75 
57 160 
3,742 


87,057 
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a 
Economic Development in Ontario 
19 


941 and 1951 
Deaths, 1951 


---- Births ----- ---- Deaths ----- Natural Increase 
Density per Rate Rate Rate 
Square Mile per 1,000 per 1,000 per 1,000 

ge Total population Total population § Total population 
74h .63 29 , 362 23.0 aL as 8) UIT yng hl 
NIRS iy erds ek .5 362 Gre. Lt 10.3 
ilove 1,440 25.9 8 8.0 992 17 8 
1,334 .o4 26 , 843 22 8 nlanehes O15 Gee 13 4 
385 .60 8,511 ela 3,214 9.5 yer ae 
173.06 1,891 26.0 760 10.4 Vay 15.5 
580 .97 6,620 ah 9 2,454 9.2 4 166 LS 7 
295 .69 DreOr 2h. 9 1,807 Ou5 3,480 ihe) 2 
269 .17 BOLO OW. 3 793 8.9 Si 15 
318 .43 6 yl 25.3 abe se Cue Eeekens ee 
59 .58 AALS 23.6 642 9.6 933 14.0 
Lg 46 aera Be 8 a7 1 ee 250 11.6 
67 .36 1,024 BO a7 A Gay 653 15.3 
101 .46 6,419 23.2 2,886 10.4. Seek. 12.8 
1A 1,205 Say 604 10.9 O1 10.8 
130.76 3,886 eh .0 1670 LOGS 2,216 abs ke 
76.89 1,328 22 .6 612 TQ gt 716 ene 
162738 8,081 es 2,683 9.2 5,398 18.2 
307.1) 5 OOy ede 1865 8.6 Ope 18.5 
86.20 2,194 Pea ete § 818 TOme tae! 17 lt 
66 .69 2,008 lene) fle O25. 1,296 Lie 
6.69 2,008 2518 12 ona 1,296 a A 
103 43 yee Boat 2,400 9.8 Sr eMt eK 
2.60 1,208 23.0 614 ay) 59h i MAE 
hy 42 3, Sek 2005 1,054 oa 2,290 hey 
65 .68 1}605 ak .0 732 LOR ones 1350 
39-37 6,250 23.1 Se Ea iA Soeur aS 
25.04 97h 23. 532 TERS i) LOW 
26.15 329 22.6 168 Gis 161 eves 
34.52 1,283 eMuKS ras: hes 510 8.6 
38 .05 L158 23.5 5 39 10.9 619 12.6 
64.03 25 Ut 23.6 1,129 10.6 1,385 £30 
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Region 


Number 


LO 


aia 


ips 


ane: 


14 


15 


16 


17 


Region and County or District 


The 


The 


The 


The 


The 


The 


The 


The 


Kawartha Region 
Durham 
Northumberland 
Ontario 
Peterborough 
Victoria 


Quinte Region 
Frontenac 

Hastings 

Lennox & Addington 
Prince Edward 


Upper St. Lawrence Region 
Dundas 

Glengarry 

Grenville 

Leeds 

Stormont 


Ottawa Valley Region 
Carleton 

Lanark 

Preecour 

Renfrew 

Russell 


Highlands Region 
Haliburton 
Muskoka 
Nipissing 

Parry Sound 


Clay Belt Region 
Cochrane 
Temiskaming 


Nickel Range Region 
Manitoulin 
Sudbury 


Sault Region 
Algoma 


1951 


Census 


238,601 
30,115 
33,482 
87 ,088 
60,789 
eget 


178,500 
66 ,099 
Th ,298 
ike ase ia 
18,559 


137,854 
15,518 
Vt), (02 
17,045 
38 ,831 
48,458 


387 , 807 
a2 27 
35 601 
25 iO 
66,717 
17, 666 


LILO Ve7 
TOO 
24,713 
ele yo hyy 
ENO tal! 


133,866 
83,850 
50,016 


120 , 804 
yea ere 


LO9 5590 


64 496 
6h 96 


1941 
Census 


195,045 
O57 215 
30 , 786 
65. 716 
KT , 392 
25,934 


aye ss) 
Doo tet 
63,322 


pyle iepe le 
202 ,520 
33,143 
25,261 
54,720 
17,448 


101,928 
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Keonomic Development in Ontario 


(Continued ) 
1941 and 1951 


Deaths, 1951 


---- Births ----- 9 -+--- Deaths ---- Natural Inerease 
Density per Rate Rate Rate 

Square Mile per 1,000 per 1,000 per 1,000 

1951 Total population Total population Total population 

WT .92 5 936 2h 9 2,392 10.0 3, Sud 14.9 
47.85 Gale 23.8 29) 9.8 123 1h .0 
45 .62 wgien 2b 2 352 LO 392 ae 
102.10 Paihed 25.1 80}, Oe 1303 Aas 
42.96 1,702 28.0 586 9.6 1,116 18.4 
20.12 586 216 356 sien 230 eins 
Be. 30 473 25,1 CTO 10.5 2,603 Lh .6 
41.35 1,628 ol, 6 681 TO28 Oh7 U3 
31.98 Vio ek eu ee: 162 107-3 1,259 16.9 
16.70 W517 23.1 ele 12.4 209 LOR, 
47.59 373 A001 185 1040 188 10s 
52.20 3,290 23.9 AWA AIS) WI Wy: eed 
R119 347 TS 191 12 156 9.9 
37.03 ou. 2h. .0 209 (ue se: 215 Toa 
36.81 364 21.4 238 HNO) 126 pan 
43.15 788 20.3 en 1O9S 367 O05 
117 .62 LOOT 28 .2 460 Sits 907 Tony 
64. .69 10,092 26.0 3,697 9.5 3395 16.5 
aes) , 166 25.5 2,283 9 3,083 16.0 
31.28 Toe aor LO Wendt Byyi 10.0 
Suara 687 26.9 235 9.2 452 rere curs 
22.17 1,930 28.9 578 Oy 1,352 20.3 
4341 Bie 29 .O 160 Oral cel 19.9 
Tat BOLE 27.4 WOl5 9.7 1,943 Un 
Bie 17h BOLT TTT HOOT LOT THO 
15259 537 Sh eat 279 abel) 258 10.4 
6.68 1,610 31.9 456 9.0 Ty 54 aiey vel 
6.31 697 25,5 273 10.0 hol. oe 
é +30 3,909 es ee LO Ge 2,808 21.0 
1.61 2 tf 30 9 8.3 O58 peak 
8.48 1,362 QT 42 OT 821 955 Oem 
6.15 4 O15 33.2 818 6.8 alo. 26.5 
7 .06 309 27 .6 115 TOW} 19 ily es 
6.07 3,706 330 703 6.4 3,003 eget 

3-34 1,806 28 .0 556 8.6 1,250 19.4 
3.34 1,806 28.0 55 8.6 1,250 19.4 


Page 80 


Regional Indicators of 


TABLE 19 

Population 

Births and 

Region | 1951 1941 1951-1941 
Number Region and County or District Census Census + or - 
18 The Lakehead Region Voted 128 ,091 er 
Kenora 29 ,629 23,759 ol .7 
Rainy River Pea ALY) LO use Lek 
Thunder Bay LO5Y G7, 85 ,200 aS AS | 
ae) The James Bay Region 9,583 9,613 - 4 
Kenora~-Patricia Portion 9,583 9,613 ~ aa 
Total 597,542 | 3,787,655 21.4 


| 


Source - Census of Canada, 1951 
Registrar - General of Ontario 
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Economic Development in Ontario 


(Continued ) 
an alt 
Deaths, 1951 
e--- Births ----- ----- Deaths ---- Natural Increase 
Density per Rate Rate Rate 
Square Mile per 1,000 per 1,000 per 1,000 
L051 Total population Total population Total population 
2.02 Te ie 27.2 1,376 8.8 2,896 18.4 
WSs B09 79 I, 9.0: 542 iteiye 
3.04 672 30.4 188 825 48) 21.9 
ete er (epe 26.5 921 Oe7 +870 Ned. 
BOT: 358 Sf 2H 159 16 .6 199 20.8 
-O7 358 evan 159 16.6 199 20.0 


12.66 114 ,827 25.0 43,981 9.6 70,846 15.4 


: 
| 
: 
| 
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Region 


Number Region and County or District 


a 


ine) 


6 


The 


The 


The 


The 


The 


The 


The 


Metropolitan Region 
Halton 

Peel 

York 


Burlington Region 
Brant 
Wentworth 


Niagara Region 
Lincoln 
Welland 


Lake Erie Region 
Haldimand 
Norfolk 


Upper Thames Region 
Elgin 

Middlesex 

Oxford 


Border Region 
Lssex 
Kent 


St. Clair River Region 
Lambton 


Upper Grand River Region 
rertn 

Waterloo 

Wellington 


Blue Water Region 
Bruce 

Dopiem iT 

Grey 

Huron 

Simcoe 


Regional Indicators of 


TABLE 
Income 


Income Tax 
Median Income of Head 


---- Income Tax Payers ---- 
Total . 
No.7 of Income Average 
Income Reported Income 
Tax by isleye 
Payers Taxpayers Taxpayer 
EAoe[o) 
Le6), 130 30.402 3,068 
8,020 Ea lel he: 3yenG 
125140 34,686 Syn 
406,970 1,246,922 3, 064. 
101,010 299 ,031 2,960 
17,560 20,002 Canoe i: 
83,450 248 , 229 paee is: 
53,220 150401 Me ,ore 
21,740 CCS ie. 3,053 
31,480 92,120 2,926 
8,090 2h. , 309 3,005: 
3, 260 “9,302 2,878 
 ,830 14,927 3,090 
ioe 166,188 2,899 
8,460 25,500"), seams 
39 , 360 115,312 2,930 
9,500 25,301 ly eee 
(isbeo 215,475 3,030 
21 5290 LU s032 30 
13,540 38 423 2,838 
Ee ORG We eT 2,912 
14,810 13 Of eee 
51,080)" .j255 Oo ieee ieee 
8, 360 23,612 2,82 
36,410 97 5129 2,668 
aay 0) 3h 448 2,798 
27,980 TT, 369 2,765 
2,990 Oj LES ieee 
Leo 2,893 eye ails: 
6, 320 18 ,130 2,869 
4 110 Tea 2,800 
13,410 365 (ey io 
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Leonomic Development in Ontario 
20 

Statistics 

Peyers wl950 

of Wage-Earning Families, 1951 


A i le Nas ae lela Median Income of Head of Wage-Earning Families --------------- 


Median Income of 


---- Total Families ---- --Average No. of -- Head of Wage- 
persons per family earning families 

Rural Urban Total Rural Urban Total Rural Urban abehget 
22,262 320,866 343,128 BA OM ees cLetenG ee 2a SIO Mey eau eee 
I 507 6,980 “11,547 O55 Cran Oe umoeer Boll lhe sa Meech eat 
ely. 6,965 14,106 Beh, Wi Se5s ee 2,439 2,604 2,537 
10,554 306,921 317,475 3.5 3.) el 2,250 2,647 2,638 
Byeoge (95611, £9,146 SRR ieee ils 2,300 2,629 2,606 
poe 3,032) 10,922 SRN US RETig ees Aik vente yee 
3,979 66,245 70,22h 3.6 2.2 oie 22300, 2,665) 12,649 
ieee «37,609 55,371 BEG) an en 2,535 2,721 2,672 
yes P13 y(6r. 23,395 CRC eM Se 2,u48 2,708 2,626 
8,134 23,042 31,976 3.6 3.4 3.4 2,603 2,728 2,699 
11,161 BOT ONT, O31 Sy ecb cel 1,663 2,180 1,9h7 
T0583 2,114 6,172 Reo danaee. B45 2.000) NBSP: * 2103 
Goes 35796 1 80,059 3.6 Bye 3.5 1 SED tO LOS. eiNOLG 
23,613 46,522 70,135 Wel eke Wie) 1905 eeaO ners 
fee eto 610%), 13,086 Seki sabe cs 1, SOR 2510" 3,298 
9,230 32,084 41,314 3.5 3.2 3.3 BLOM Ne, DOG" te), 4G 
shee ONS Pere ile ies 3.0 Se 3.4 i, OC Dre er ON rain as 
Peo 29 820) 75 093 SS sue: 2,177 2,686 2,620 
9,077 5,997 55,674 Be, eo eS ST ul Oy sens ais 
10,156 9,823 19,979 CRE imc ee core 2 O90 a. eB) “aaa 
8,031 10,972 19,003 SOE Galt 3 2,257 2,778 2,666 
6,031 Paro 7 2 10.005 Maoh cal 3.5 OP On Tat OF Oe OG 
Met, 435135, 02,076 Sat CRON oe 2,124 2,394 2,348 
5 569 ,OhO 13,609 Wp eto | ae else arses. year(s 
etal 250i mse’, O10 She See se BB0e) 9F uel te 388 
6,595 10,054 16,649 Saisie eo ye EAL Bo Siete oh 2alt 
38,349 27,804 66,153 6. OCames «SUNS =o. ee oe whe LO 
,860 3,301 10,161 Se” AMER) pq ote Te OGmE ea mage 
2,553 ‘bret 3,704 3.6 Bee 3.4 saws, 00s. hs Oe 
8,199 Grobe ss O51 ss ce ee Wp50oe te, 1400 202K 
8,193 35907) (1255.00 3.6 3.2 a.5 ee Eom 2 0C0 
Deporte 573) Veo ,d3/ oy CLS sy Mao 1 B69 rey Wye 079 


Page 82 


Region 


Number 


1O 


HE 


be 


ni, 


14 


a) 


Region and County or District 


The Kawartha Region 


The 


The 


The 


The 


The 


Durham 
Northumberland 
Ontario 
Peterborough 
Victoria 


Quinte Region 
Frontenac 

Hastings 

Lennox and Addington 
Prince Edward 


Upper St. Lawrence Region 
Dundas 

Glengarry 

Grenville 

Leeds 

Stormont 


Ottawa Valley Region 
Carleton 

Lanark 

Prescott 

Renfrew 

Russell 


Highlands Region 
Haliburton 
Muskoka 
Nipissing 

Parry Sound 


Clay Belt Region 
Cochrane 
Temiskaming 


Regional Indicators of 


TABLE 20 


Income 


Income Tax 
Median Income of Head 


ween Income Tax Payers ----- 
Total 
NO won Income Average 
Income Reported Income 
Tax by Fer 
Payers Taxpayers Taxpayer 
$*000 : 2 
Lh oO 126,753 2,87 

I, ,560 126850 2,518 
3,530 9,909 2,807 
18 ,880 56,410 2,988 
13,810 38 , 627 2,797 
3,260 8,957 2,748 
28 ,450 78,037 2,743 
12,600 3h 785 ay (ek! 
12,780 35 508 ey (Or 
15520 4. ,020 2,662 
1,560 3,871 eyeital | 
Lie KG 46,352 2,684 
20 2, ol 2D I6G4 

570 1,419 2,489 
Loe D pe 2,07 
5,630 Loon 2,667 
8, 340 22 ,562 2 ,TO5 
77,680 228 , 140 2,937 
63,080 189,125 3,998 
4 ,630 12,356 2,669 
1,490 4,270 2,866 
yisycte 21,260 2,608 
990 beg 2,053 

12 , 360 36 , 643 2,965 
ped 1,397 2,087 

2 4500 7, 18h, 2 , 874. 
7,230 22,060 S052 
20a 6,002 2, 8h5 
225010 65,961 2,930 
14 5410 1,901 2) Ole 
8,100 23,980 2,960 
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Economic Development in Ontario 


(Continued ) 


Statistics 
royers,.. 2950 
of Wage-Earning Families, 1951 


ss wr mse rs re eno oe Median Income of Head of Wage-Harning Families --------------- 


Median Income of 


-~---Total Families----- --Average No. of -- Head of Wage- 
persons per family earning families 
Rural Urban Total Rural Urban Total Rural Urban Total 
Pop oe) 35,071 60,652 Sp nA sine: Peeks 25054 12,617 2,468 
Peay se 3,107. 7,760 SEED Le ELL ey 2,125 2,504 2,400 
4,988 3,438 8,426 a5 3.3 3.4 1,666 2,148 1,977 
Teo) wh, 760. ee ;ehe 3.5 35 3.4 Peeodare,. ,ooeren Us 
Mos. 10,548 15,327 Sars 3.4 3.5 2,123 27586 2,459 
B9109 3,142 6,897 Bee 3.3 3.4 W639 2 135.971 
Bi 2ot, 225304 13568 se 3.3 3.5 ROBO MMe 301 ea LOT 
5,599 9,869 15,468 BON) Say tsa PROUS T2581 T) «25K 
oe 0,267; 218,02 3.8 3.3 355 2,065. 2,306 2,228 
pegee 1,026) ) 45955 SOAS Seems es WOsON 2,047 15x49 
3,001 Je b 743 3.4 30) 3 HE (CO moO oe 
18,298 14,676 32,974 SMeW pisbbye Ske LeyG2eee 33 2 su To 
Beery |) sho 3,98 BRS) SWE. UL CEBi T7860 a OOO ls 
3, 302 gs SST 97 ead 3.8 10 Woeth  55 1 bho 
2,584 Ar fie! Ta itl 3.4 3.3 pet 1, Oli 2nLOO wu OoO 
5,051 4 378 9,429 3.6 3.2 3.4 TOS Su resell ge ae 
4 726 6, oGl) 7 115407 4 .O Seg Bae 2,242 2,465 2,401 
Bey 67,050: 915172 4.0 3.5 3.6 Teo) Se h56) oe. 369 
peor, 52,799. 58,25 Sead ees) ORO Bia eoe 567) 1ey bk 
3, 364 5 , 394 8,758 Bait Be! S00 Ty 5OR 2,197) 2, 0/4 
3,483 Sie 5,355 4d 2 4.3 VY 53702 49 2, 00% 
8,102 TOT eral, Leo 3.9 3.6 3.0 reek Ol (ae eo lk 
2,908 766 3,674 45 He yy 16 SSO ws, Colm ts, GOP 
eet 6 10,239 §25,613 3.9 846 30 ye fees JOON 2,050 
1,896 el, 606 Ba ae Ee at GeBh me 1,020 
Beroe © 92,351 6,143 ayer oaeemice | IM Sie 1,600 1,928 1,724 
562 67508 5 145,160 WS S07 ieee) WS O90 8522345 
512k 1,290 6,414 3.8 cee 3.8 IGOT IO 2001 O30 
Beem 19,04 929 y625 44 Chet 3.9 By e0e) 25595 2,499 
(206 11,937 18,153 ei Screg PLR) 3292 2,051 2,543 


~ 
ind) 
4 
WI 
= 
Ne 
ine) 
S) 
a 
= 
fu 
Ne 
i 
[S2) 
ine) 
— 
ine) 
1) 
OV 
Oo 
OD 
ine) 
“Ne 
Ae) 
ON 
ON 
ia’) 
Ne 
WN 
S 
ON 
WO f 
“Ne Ne 
i 
(ere, 
ome 


Page 83 


Region 


Number 


16 


17 


18 


19 


Region and County or District 


The Nickel Range Region 
Manitoulin 
Sudbury 


The Sault Region 
Algoma 


The Lakehead Region 
Kenora* 
Rainy River 
Thunder Bay 


The James Bay Region 
Kenora-Patricia Portion** 


Total 


* Tnecludes Patricia Portion 
*¥ See Footnote* 


Regional Indicators of 


TABLE 20 


{tneome 


Income Tax 
Median Income of Head 


----- Income Tax Payers ----- 
Total 
No. of Income Average 
Income Reported Income 
Tax by Pea 
Payers Taxpayers Taxpayer 
5' O00 p 
25,520 76,971 cee 
630 1, 082 2,070 
2h ,890 75,289 3,025 
14,150 43,657 3,085 
1,150 3,057 3,085 
33,780 96,944 2,870 
6,680 19,070 Ry 
3,040 9 599 3,158 
2h ,060 6a 275 2 ,838 
1,092,520 3,246,039 2,91. 
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Economic Development in Ontario 
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aaa at ar Median Income of Head of Wage-Earning Families -------------- 


Median Income of 


-~-Total Families -- --Average No. of Head of Wage- 
persons per family earning families 
Rural Urben Tots Rural Urban Total Rural Urban Total 
, 286 6,474 6,76 4 8 a : 8 

1O52 16,47 26,760 ne Bie 3.9 EDO ey Fae yoo t 
fina CL SLT 2,512 TRE it pers 3.9 HESTG 21,062) W489 
etait 51.33 © hol 4.3 3.8 3.9 2,700, 2,962 4 2,80) 
Dyes 9,309 14,8302 4.0 3.6 eve 2 HeO,! 2, Orme, Ot a 
(ae AE, Raed Ae, Owe d 3 bapecgl I a 
Dues 9,309 14,832 Ty RO ag BNO 2 UT GN ine bers 
Bro 1Oe 25, (10) 1395080 ono. 3.4 eo) ESO lone DUO) Menno, 
#,656 "4,263 8,919 Srey Ng UW i) een 2,333 2,682 | 2,496 
oO Pho Dieta 4.0 336 3.8 2,344 25639 2,533 
2,978 “19,072 25,050 NE in 3 ert NS = BP UOTe4 2,529) 12 18 
314,112 848,660 1,162,772 Sopa see BVT 2506, 32.508 
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Region and County 
or District ; Amount 


$1000 


The Metropolitan Region 
Halton 
Peel 
York 


Aw 


The Burlington Region 
Brant 
Wentworth 


The Niagara Region LOR Toh 
Lincoln (Gisele 
Welland 3,665 


DAE oan 


CN 


The Lake Erie Region 
Haldimand 
Norfolk 


* 


The Upper Thames Region 
Elgin 
Middlesex 
Oxford 


2 
1.3 
hog 
Ee: 
3.0 
3 

O 


* 


The Border Region peer) 
Essex WT ORD 


Kent eae 


Wd FUN FF 
© Oho 


The St.Clair River Region 1). ,862 
Lambton | mae slore 


Wit) > 


The Upper Grand River Region 43,737 
Perth 115,020 
Waterloo EAE ae) 
Wellington = 16,530 


OO TO OCYNO 


WwW Ewe WN, 


The Blue Water Region | fawpiaed 
Bruce , WO. Koen 
Dufferin i 6,369 

Grey Mea MAN Nth HS Seber, 
‘Huron ROR TN hore Ren eae 
Beers ol MHC ny Ba Se Pah ep 


ho tn = OO OVI ON 


oO 


4 ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT IN ONTARIO 
aul 
AND MINING INDUSTRY, 1951 


Number of Payroll 
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a ee ee eed 


CroRR.VaLluce chlbroeductron 


Cater Sent a ee 


Employers Hmployees Amounu  » of Total Per Capita 
a Eg t000 “ETOOU esicae aa ee 
62 1,422 Me 74 12,087 ea 947 
11 193 Phen Dee 0.6 57410 
21 476 1,425 3, 238 opky 58.16 
| 30 753 eat) 6,334 1 Sie's) 
| 27 556 1,625 Lye 0.9 12.22 
| 9 151 prey 937 0.2 12.86 
| 18 HO5 Heeenk 3,205 Pe ech 12.05 
} CS 2,167 7,03) 5 736 ile 26.98 
. 8 raga es C1 aR nL Uni «oT aa iis fh Ooi iam 
| 31 2,025 6,608 4,823 esa 39.14 
| oi 520 I A bo 1: 68.1). 
| SS POG ent EL, O9P 3,805 aa Ac aaa POO ie 
h Oh. 225 690 real 16.6 
po 48 171. Bless 82 ok 17 47 
Lp C “1E9 335 ey -03 
aby he 63 319 ol 1.97 
| el 341 933 W175 0.9 70.98 
te 859 2,30 8,925 ee 30.12 
. dle 332 981 6,963 eG 3207 
ae, 527 1,323 1,962 0.4 2k. .80 
| 2 PUD) Maes eS | spe ae 68.20 
| at 505 1,297 Beale eae, 68.20 
516 ae a 6,094 in 2h, 81 
Z 530 3,591 0.8 68.29 
67 13% OL Onl 3.89 
hl 630 2,012 0.5 30.06 
ea 559 2,01) O75 Toth 
30 he TAS ye Ata Regt oo Eee a IL 
hh. 10 52 * Sen 
39 43 oh 3 ae be 
112 266 L257 0.3 25051 
70 198 482 al k 53 
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TABLE 
Estimated Net Farm Inccme, 1950 
Region Region and County 
No. or District Amount % of TOUSL Per Capita 
$ O00 ' 
10 The Kawartha Region eC. 25 8.8 174.53 
Durham 7,485 ua 259.13 
Northumberland 9, 284 2.0 278.05 
Ontario 10,885 2.4 133.85 
Peterborough Sie ie 91.78 
Victoria 7,050 TG 258.78 
11 The Quinte Region Epes: 5.6 146.55 
Frontenac 5,502 ee 89.78 
Hastings 10,021. 2.2 136.59 
Lennox and Addington 5 AO sha ak 260.32 
Prince Edward h 813 iRAAe AER E ie 
12 The Upper St.Lawrence Region _ 27,480 Oot 200.35 
Dundas 6, Sh ee 109.05 
Glengarry 5,293 ae 293.32 
Grenville 3,918 0.9 228 .28 
Leeds 6,734 TGs, 173-73 
Stormont 4,991 ee 105.76 
13 The Ottawa Valley Region 34,871 Tit Gieeg 
Carleton LO}, LOU ea pase 
Lanark 6,790 Aas: 194.18 
Prescott 5,682 LR 22), 64 
Renfrew 7,355 1.6 132.54 
Russell 4 9K3 Loe 286 9k 
14 The Highlands Region 6,468 eat 58.95 
Haliburton Par hey et 0.2 92.95 
Muskoka | 1,489 O.3 58.62 
Nipissing BORE O.4 Geo 
Parry Sound 2,231 O65 Glebe 
15 The Clay Belt Region h. 393 TELS, 35.00 
Cochrane 2,305 ONS 29.12 
Timiskaming 2,008 O25 39.43 
16 The Nickel Range Region h. ,068 0.9 35 4.6 
Manitoulin NEL DIES 0.3 135.51 
Sudbury 2,523 0.6 a ue 
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21 (Continued) 
om oe ee oo et em ew mt on DOPAC ULES OY, gt) a clea eenreeree mnie mee tare ser os wear ee 


Number of Payroll Gross Value cf -Prcducti 
Employers Employees Amount Per Capita 
$000 $'000 $ 

21 63 932 AN TEN: 0.6 11239 
. ay aay 29 LOGIE 13) * HWS 
(3 yh 80 238 * 2.73 

6 eh5 671 2,030 0.5 33.39 

3 al 282 Ow 10.40 

y 4 i 34 * 1.02 
30 ay 2,413 8,122 1.8 45.50 
aie 149 ove QO.1 J 
12 Th.8 2,046 TEi56 16 96.85 
Fe 20 26 53 * 2.71 
al 83 192 282 Oru 15.19 
ok 108 204 19 Oye Det 
2 2h 48 132 % 7 46 

3 er (ie 294 Ore SWigre 
8 3h 45 100 * 2.58 
8 23 32 267 epi 5.51 
45 843 1, 74d 5,851 ie 15.09 
ea 182 oS CNR OS re ne a ko 
Le 28 Ta 183 * ees LIE 
2 22 17 52 * 2.03 
We 593 are 4,329 ise 64.89 
bh 18 19 4O * 2.26 
18 134 158 487 OA, 4 ue 
it 7 a 56 x 730 
5 19 22 42 * err) 
7 93 116 377 Oheak 7 46 
5 10 y 12 * O.4h 
62 12,174... -365997 79,150 Wy hye) 591.26 
2b Tso liieeey ua 13,469 9.8 518.41 
3) 4,800 14,548 35,681 Skoe 713.39 


1 17,206 880 251,50 56.8 2081.91 
2) 59 BaP OO tae words 67 Sane ke) 68.40 


15 17,147 59,720 250,736 56.6 2287 .95 
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TABLE 


Region Region and County Estimated Net Farm Income, 1950 
No. OreDisiriet Amount Crototal Per Capita 
es $ "000 $ 


Lz, The Sault Region 1,814 0.4 29.52 
Algoma SO OF 29252 


18 The Lakehead Region 4,728 LO 29.21 
Kenora 591 OL Ie vals 

Rainy River 1,62) 0.4 75.50 

Thunder Bay eyo O75 2h. .23 

19 The James Bay Region ~ - - 
Kenora-Patricia Portion es iv i. 
453,217 100.0. AMON 6 


-Nil 
* Less than 0.05% 


Net Farm Income- Fifth Annual Economic Survey 1953 D-1 
Source; Net Farm Income, Ontario Department of Agriculture 
Mining Industry, Ontario Department of Mines. 
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